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2 Robert Nelson Lantis vs. 


In the United States District Court for the 
District of Hawaii 


October Term 1948 
Cr. No. 10,210 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 


ROBERT NELSON LANTIS, ) 
Defendant. 


INDICTMENT 


(Count I, Section 88, Title 18, U.S.C.) 
(Count IT, Section 80, Title 18, U.S.C.) 


Count, 7. 
The Grand Jury Charges: 


That commencing on or about the 12th day of 
November, 1946, and continuing thereafter until 
the 30th day of November, 1946, and at all times 
during the said period, in the City and County of 
Honolulu, Territory of Hawaii, and within the 
jurisdiction of this Court, Robert Nelson Lantis 
and Oliver Abreu, hereinafter jointly referred to 
as the conspirators, did knowingly, wilfully, unlaw- 
fully and feloniously conspire, combine, confederate 
and agree together and with each other, to violate 
Section 80, Title 18, United States Code, by making 
and causing to be made, presenting and causing to 
be presented, to and in a matter within the juris- 
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diction of the Territorial Surplus Property Office, 
a branch office of a department and agency of the 
United States of America, a false and fraudulent 
application, statement, certificate and representa- 
tion that one 1941 Willy’s Jeep, Engine No. MA- 
79180, and other property would be purchased by 
Oliver Abreu, a veteran of World War II, for his 
own and sole use in his own business and not for 
the purpose of resale, whereas, in truth and in fact, 
it was the intent and design of the said conspirators 
to purchase the said property from the said Terri- 
torial Surplus Property Office for the sole use and 
benefit of the said Robert Nelson Lantis, who was 
not then and there a veteran of World War II and 
therefore, was not entitled to the benefit of the 
VP-2 Veteran’s priority privilege under which the 
application for and purchase of the said property 
would be made as aforesaid, as the conspirators then 
and there well knew. 

Thereafter, and in purusance of said conspiracy 
and to effect the objects thereof, the conspirators 
did do and commit, among others, the following 
overt acts; 


(1) On or about the 12th day of November, 1946, 
in the City and County of Honolulu, Territory of 
Hawaii, the said Robert Nelson Lantis and Oliver 
Abreu did meet and confer. 

(2) On or about the 12th day of November, 1946, 
in the City and County of Honolulu, Territory of 
Hawaii, the said Robert Nelson Lantis and Oliver 
Abreu did make and present to the said Territorial 
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Surplus Property Office an application for the pur- 
chase of one 1941 Willy’s Jeep, Engine No. MA- 
79180, and other property. 


(3) On or about the 18th day of November, 1946, 
in the City and County of Honolulu, Territory of 
Hawaii, the said Robert Nelson Lantis and Oliver 
Abreu, did pay to the Territorial Surplus Property 
Office, aforesaid, the sum of $325.00. 


Count IT. 
The Grand Jury Further Charges: 


That on or about the 12th day of November, 1946, 
in the City and County of Honolulu, Territory of 
Hawaii, and within the jurisdiction of this Court, 
Robert Nelson Lantis knowingly and wilfully made, 
and caused to be made and aided and abetted in 
making a false and fraudulent statement and repre- 
sentation and knowingly and wilfully presented and 
caused to be presented and aided and abetted in 
presenting to and in a matter within the jurisdic- 
tion of the Territorial Surplus Property Office, a 
branch office of a department and agency of the 
United States of America, a false and fraudulent 
statement and representation, to wit: that one 1941 
Willy’s Jeep, Engine No. MA-79180, and other 
property would be purchased by Oliver Abreu, a 
veteran of World War II, for his own and sole use 
in his own business and not for the purpose of re- 
sale, whereas, in truth and in fact, it was the intent 
and design of the said Oliver Abreu, and defendant 
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to purchase the said property from the said Terri- 
torial Surplus Property Office for the sole use and 
benefit of the said Robert Nelson Lantis, who was 
not then and there a veteran of World War IT and 
therefore, was not entitled to the benefit of the 
VP-2 Veteran’s priority privilege under which the 
application for and purchase of the said property 
would be made as aforesaid, as the defendant and 
said Oliver Abreu, then and there well knew. 

Dated: Honolulu, T. H., this 23rd day of March, 
1949. 

= Tre Bill. 
/s/ CECIL G. BENNY, 
Foreman, Grand Jury. 


/s/ RAY J. O'BRIEN, 
United States Attorney. 


I hereby order a Bench Warrant to issue forth- 
with on the within Indictment for the arrest of the 
defendant named therein, bail being fixed at $2,000. 


/s/ D. E. METZGER, 
Judge, United States District Court for the Dis- 
trict of Hawaii. 


Presented in open Court by the Grand Jury on 
Mar. 23, 1949. 


/s/ {Indistinguishable ] 
Deputy Clerk. 


[Endorsed]: Filed Mar. 23, 1949. 
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[Title of Court and Cause. ] 


FROM THE MINUTES OF 
THURSDAY, OCTOBER 4, 1949 


On this day came Mr. Howard K. Hoddick, As- 
sistant United States District Attorney, and also 
came the defendant herein with Mr. Daniel G. 
Ridley, his counsel. This case was called for trial, 
jury waived. 

Opening statements were made by Mr. Hoddick 
and Mr. Ridley. 

Mr. Oliver Abreu, automobile mechanic, was called 
and sworn and testified on behalf of the United 
States. 

Copy of Veteran’s Application for Surplus Prop- 
erty and Certificate were marked for identification 
as United States ‘‘A’’ and were admitted in evi- 
dence as United States Exhibit No. 1, marked and 
ordered filed. 

Copy of Veteran’s Purchase Order was admitted 
in evidence as United States Exhibit No. 2, marked 
and ordered filed. 

Copy of Surplus Property Office Notice of Sale, 
ete., were admitted in evidence as United States 
Exhibit No. 3, marked and ordered filed. 

Application for Registration of Passenger Carry- 
ing Motor Vehicle was marked for identification as 
United States ‘* B-1.”’ 

Motor Vehicle Certificate of Legal Ownership was 
marked for identification as United States ‘‘B-2.”’ 

Motor Vehicle Certificate of Legal Ownership was 
marked for identification as United States ‘‘ B-3.”’ 
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Surplus Property Office Notice of Sale was 
marked for identification as United States “CC.” 

United States ‘‘B-1,” ‘‘B-2,” and ‘“‘B-8”’ for 
identification were admitted in evidence as United 
States Exhibits Nos. 4-A, 4-B, and 4-C, marked and 
ordered filed. 

United States ‘“‘C’’ for identification was ad- 
mitted in evidence as United States Exhibit No. 5, 
marked and ordered filed. 

At 10:49 a.m., the government rested its case. 

Mr. Robert Nelson Lantis, defendant herein, was 
called and sworn and testified on his own behalf. 

At 11:20 a.m., the defendant rested. 

The Court ordered that this case be continued to 
2 p.m., this day for further trial. 

At 2:10 p.m., upon request of Mr. Hoddick, the 
Court ordered that this case be further continued 
to 2:30 p.m. for further trial. 

At 2:36 p.m., Mr. Anthony W. Cambra, employee, 
Mutual Telephone Company, was called and sworn 
and testified on behalf of the United States. 

At 2:50 p.m., both sides rested. 

Opening argument was waived by the govern- 
ment, and argument was had by Mr. Ridley. 

At 3 p.m., closing argument was had by Mr. 
Hoddick. 

At 3:08 p.m., this case was submitted. 

At 3:20 p.m., upon the evidence adduced, the 
Court found the defendant guilty as to Counts I 
and II of the Indictment herein. 
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Exceptions to the Court’s findings were noted by 
the defendant. 

The Court then ordered that this case be contin- 
ued to October 14, 1949 at 10 a.m. for pre-sentence 
investigation and for sentence. 


District Court of the United States 
for the District of Hawaii 


Cr. No. 10,210 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
VS. 
ROBERT NELSON LANTIS 
(Count I, Sec. 88, Title 18, U.S.C.) 
(Count I, Sec. 80, Title 18, U.S.C.) 


JUDGMENT AND COMMITMENT 


On this 21st day of October, 1949 came the attor- 
ney for the government and the defendant appeared 
in person and with his counsel, Daniel G. Ridley, 
Esquire, and Herbert H. K. Lee, Esquire. 

It Is Adjudged that the defendant has been con- 
vieted upon his plea of not guilty as to both Counts 
and a finding of guilty of the offenses of knowingly, 
wilfully, unlawfully and feloniously making and 
eausing to be made false, fraudulent and mislead- 
ing statements and certificates upon application to 
purchase war surplus materials from the Territorial 
Surplus Property Office, a branch office of a depart- 
ment and ageney of the United States of America, 
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and of conspiring to have such false statements 
made, as charged in Counts I and II and the court 
having asked the defendant whether he has any- 
thing to say why judgment should not be pro- 
nounced, and no sufficient cause to the contrary 
being shown or appearing to the Court, 

It Is Adjudged that the defendant is guilty as 
charged and convicted. 

It Is Adjudged that the defendant is hereby com- 
mitted to the custody of the Attorney General or 
his authorized representative for imprisonment for 
a period of One (1) Year and One (1) Day as to 
Count I and fined the sum of One Thousand and 
no/100 Dollars ($1,000.00) as to Count II. 

It is further ordered: 

That Mittimus be stayed to November 295, 1949 
at 17:00 am. 

It Is Ordered that the Clerk deliver a certified 
copy of this judgment and commitment to the 
United States Marshal or other qualified officer and 
that the copy serve as the commitment of the de- 
fendant. 

jx) D. EK. METZGER, 
United States District Judge. 


/s/ WM. F. THOMPSON, JR.., 
Clerk. 
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[Title of District Court and Cause.] 


MOTION FOR A NEW TRIAL 


The Defendant moves the court to grant him a 
new trial for the following reasons: 


1. That since October 4, 1949 (the date on which 
the Defendant was tried and found guilty by the 
court), Defendant has ascertained that one Mario 
P. Cortese will testify to the facts set forth in the 
affidavit of the said Mario P. Cortese hereto at- 
tached and marked Exhibit ‘‘A.”’ 


2. That since October 4, 1949, the Defendant has 
discovered that there are certain books, papers and 
other documents in existence which would establish 
that that certain Willys jeep mentioned in the in- 
dictment was purchased by Oliver Abreu (the vet- 
eran named in said indictment) for his own personal 
use and not for re-sale. 


3. That the court erred in finding and adjudi- 
cating the Defendant guilty on each count in the 
indictment upon the unsupported testimony of 
Oliver Abreu, an alleged co-conspirator. 


4. That the finding and judgment of the court 
as to the Defendant’s guilt in reference to both 
counts set forth in the indictment is contrary to the 
weight of the evidence. 


5. That the finding and judgment of the court 


Oe 
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as to Defendant’s guilt in reference to both counts 
set forth in the indictment is not supported by sub- 
stantial evidence. 


Dated: Honolulu, T. H., this 31st day of Oc- 
tober, 1949. 
/s/ HERBERT K. H. LEE, 
Attorney for Defendant. 


/8/ DANIEL G. RIDLEY, 
Attorney for Defendant. 


EXHIBIT A 
[Title of District Court and Cause.] 
Affidavit 


Territory of Hawaii, 
Citv and County of Honolulu—ss. 


Mario P. Cortese, being first duly sworn on oath, 
deposes and says: That he resides at 1516-H Nehoa 
Street, Honolulu, City and County of Honolulu, 
Territory of Hawaii; that during the months of 
November and December, 1946, and January, Feb- 
ruary and March, 1947, he was employed by Lantis 
Motors, Limited, a Hawaiian corporation; that 
during said period, he was employed as shop fore- 
man at the place of business of said Lantis Motors, 
Limited, at 800 South Beretania Street, said Hono- 
lulu; that, as such shop foreman, he supervised and 
kept the time sheets or cards covering the number 
of hours of work each day by each employee of 
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Lantis Motors, Limited; that, as such shop foreman, 
he supervised and kept the time sheet or card cover- 
ing the hours of work each day by an employee 
mechanic of Lantis Motors, Limited, named Oliver 
Abreu; that said Oliver Abreu was employed by said 
Lantis Motors, Limited, during the months of No- 
vember and December, 1946, and January, February 
and March, 1947; that during the latter part of 
November, 1946, affiant was present at the aforesaid 
place of business of Lantis Motors, Limited, when 
the said Oliver Abreu towed onto the premises 
where said place of business was located, a certain 
1941 Willys jeep; that the motor on said jeep was 
‘‘frozen’’; that thereafter, said Oliver Abreu com- 
menced repair work on said jeep; that, as part of 
his duties, affiant had occasion to check as to 
whether the time spent by the said Oliver Abreu 
in the repairing of said jeep was company time; 
that affiant ascertained that the said Oliver Abreu 
was repairing said jeep on his own time; that ac- 
cordingly, affiant did not include the time spent by 
the said Oliver Abreu in repairing said jeep as part 
of the time charged to Lantis Motors, Limited; that 
the said Oliver Abreu worked on said jeep on vari- 
ous oceasions after working hours and on Sundays 
and holidays; that affiant was present on various 
oceasions after working hours and on Sundays and 
holidays while the said Oliver Abreu was repairing 
said jeep; that the reason affiant had occasion to be 
present on said occasions was because at times some 
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of the employees worked overtime, and it was his 
duty to check on said overtime; that the said Oliver 
Abreu worked on said jeep on various occasions 
after working hours and on Sundays and holidays 
during the months of December, 1946, and Janu- 
ary, February and March, 1947; that it was com- 
mon knowledge around the shop at Lantis Motors, 
Limited, that said jeep belonged to the said Oliver 
Abreu, and that he, the said Oliver Abreu, was re- 
pairing the same on his own time; that at no time 
during the aforesaid period of time (December, 
1946, and January, February and March, 1947) did 
anyone connected with Lantis Motors, Limited, sug- 
gest to affiant that said jeep was owned by anyone 
other than the said Oliver Abreu; that during the 
aforesaid period of time, Robert N. Lantis was the 
president and manager of said Lantis Motors, Limi- 
ted, and at no time during the said period of time 
did the said Robert N. Lantis ever suggest to affiant 
that said jeep belonged to him, the said Robert N. 
Lantis; that, on the contrary, and during the month 
of December, 1946, when affiant first had occasion 
to make a check in his capacity as timekeeper, the 
said Robert N. Lantis informed affiant that said 
jeep belonged to the said Oliver Abreu and was 
being repaired by the said Oliver Abreu on the 
latter’s own time. 


And further affiant sayeth not. 


Dated: Honolulu, T. H., this 28th day of Oc- 


tober, 1949. 
/3/ MARIO P. CORTESE. 
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Subscribed and sworn to before me this 28th day 
of October, 1949. 


[Seal] /3s/ T. OKADA, 
Notary Public, First Judicial Circuit, Territory of 
Hawaii. 


My commission expires: July 21, 1953. 


EXHIBIT B 
[Title of District Court and Cause. ] 


Affidavit 


Robert Nelson Lantis, being first duly sworn on 
oath, deposes and says: That he is the Defendant 
herein; that since he was served with the indictment 
herein, he has made diligent effort and inquiry to 
determine the names of persons who might have 
knowledge of the transaction involving the purchase 
and subsequent use of the Willys jeep mentioned 
in said indictment, as well as knowledge as to its 
ownership following its purchase in November, 
1946; that, in that said transaction occurred in 
November, 1946, and over two vears prior to the 
filing of the indictment herein, at a time when De- 
fendant was connected with Lantis Motors, Limited, 
a Hawaiian corporation (which said Lantis Motors, 
Limited, went out of business in September, 1949), 
Defendant, up to the time of trial on October 4, 1949, 
was unable to locate any witness who had any recol- 
lection of and concerning the purchase of said jeep 
and its ownership thereafter ;.that following his trial 
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and conviction on October 4, 1949, Defendant was 
contacted by one Mario P. Cortese; that, after sev- 
eral discussions with the said Cortese, Defendant 
discovered that the said Cortese remembered the 
transaction involving the purchase of said jeep and 
also had certain knowledge of and concerning said 
jeep following its purchase; that thereafter, De- 
fendant brought said Mario P. Cortese to the office 
of his attorney, Daniel G. Ridley, who obtained the 
affidavit of the said Mario P. Cortese pertaining to 
facts within the knowledge of said Cortese and in- 
volving said jeep; that prior to the aforesaid time 
the said Cortese contacted the Defendant, Defendant 
had no reason based upon_ recollection to suspect 
that the said Cortese might know anything about 
the said purchase of said jeep or its subsequent use 
or ownership; that since September, 1947, Defend- 
ant has not had access to the books or other papers 
or documents belonging to the said Lantis Motors, 
Limited, and has, therefore, not been in a position 
to check the records to ascertain who, 1m the employ 
of Lantis Motors, Limited, during the latter part of 
1946 and in the early part of 1947, might have 
knowledge of and concerning the transaction in- 
volving the purchase of said jeep or its subsequent 
use or ownership; that, as far as Defendant knows, 
all of said books and records have been in the 
possession of one Jack W. Russell who was the sec- 
retary of said Lantis Motors, Limited, and the said 
Jack W. Russell has, since September, 1947, refused 
the Defendant access to said books and records; that 
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during a conversation between the Defendant and 
the said Jack W. Russell on October 31, 1949, the 
said Jack W. Russell admitted to Defendant that 
he, the said Jack W. Russell, had in his possession 
a receipt and other documentary evidence which 
would establish the fact that during the latter part 
of 1946, Defendant loaned to the said Oliver Abreu 
the sum of $325.00 to purchase the aforesaid Willys 
jeep, and that the said jeep was for the said Oliver 
Abrew’s own use. 

Further affiant sayeth not except that this affi- 
davit is in support of the aforesaid Motion for a 
New Trial. 

Dated: Honolulu, T. H., this 31st day of October, 
1949. 

/8/ ROBERT LANTIS. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 3lst day 
of October, 1949. 

[Seal ] /s/ WILLIAM H. KAM, 

Notary Public, First Judicial Circuit, Territory of 
Hawaii. 


My commission expires: June 30, 1953. 


EXHIBIT C 
[Title of District Court and Cause. ] 
Affidavit 


Daniel G. Ridley, being first duly sworn on oath, 
deposes and says: That he is one of the attorneys 
for the Defendant, Robert Nelson Lantis; that as 
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such attorney, he represented said Defendant at the 
trial of the above entitled matter on October 4, 1949; 
that prior to said trial, affiant did not know of the 
witness, Mario P. Cortese, or as to what he would 
testify to; that prior to said trial and until recently 
so informed, affiant did not know that there was 
any other documentary evidence involving that cer- 
tain Willys jeep referred to in the indictment 
herein, other than the documentary evidence sub- 
mitted at the time of the trial. 

Further affiant sayeth not except that this affidavit 
1s in support of the aforesaid Motion for a New 
Trial. 

Dated: Honolulu, T. H., this 3lst day of Oc- 
tober, 1949. 

/s/ DANIEL G. RIDLEY. 

Subseribed and sworn to before me this 31st day 
of October, 1949. 


[Seal ] /s/ WILLIAM H. KAM, 
Notary Public, First Judicial Circuit, Territory of 
Hawaii. 


My commission expires: June 30, 1953. 


Receipt of copy acknowledged. 


[Endorsed]: Filed Oct. 31, 1949. 
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[Title of Court and Cause.] 


FROM THE MINUTES OF WEDNESDAY, 
DECEMBER 7, 1949 


On this day came Mr. Howard K. Hoddick, As- 
sistant United States District Attorney, and also 
came the defendant herein with Mr. Daniel G. Rid- 
ley, his counsel. This case was called for hearing 
on motion for a new trial. 

Motion by Mr. Hoddick that paragraphs 3, 4, 
and 5 of said motion be not granted, not having 
been timely filed, was granted by the Court. 

Argument was then had by respective counsel. 

At 10:35 a.m., Mr. Albert Grain, court reporter, 
was summoned by the Court to read the testimony 
of the witness Abreu at the trial of this case. 

' Thereafter, the Court denied the motion for a new 
trial. Exceptions to the Court’s ruling were noted 
by the defendant. 


[Title of District Court and Cause. ] 


NOTICE OF APPEAL 


The Defendant above named appeals from the 
Judgment of the Honorable Delbert E. Metzger 
entered in the above entitled Court and cause on 
the 4th day of October, 1949. 

Name and Address of Appellant: Robert Nelson 
Lantis, 239-A Beach Walk, Honolulu, T. H. 

Name and Address of Appellant’s Attorneys: J. 
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Edward Collins, Bishop Trust Building, Honolulu, 
T. H., Daniel G. Ridley, 307 Arcade Building, 
Honolulu, T. H. 

Offenses: Count I: Conspiracy to violate Section 
80, Title 18, United States Code, by making and 
causing to be made, presenting and causing to be 
presented, to and in a matter within the jurisdic- 
tion of the Territorial Surplus Property Office, a 
branch office of a department and ageney of the 
United States of America, a false and fraudulent 
application, statement, certificate and representation 
that one 1941 Willy’s jeep, Engine No. MA-79180, 
and other property would be purchased by Oliver 
Abreu, a veteran of World War II, for his own 
and sole use in his own business and not for the 
purpose of resale. Count II: Knowingly and wil- 
fully made, and cause to be made and aided and 
abetted in making a false and fraudulent statement 
and representation and knowingly and wilfully pre- 
sented and caused to be presented and aided and 
abetted in presenting to and in a matter within the 
jurisdiction of the Territorial Surplus Property 
Office, a branch office of a department and agency of 
the United States of America, a false and fraudu- 
lent statement and representation, to wit: that one 
1941 Willy’s jeep, Engine No. MA-79180, and other 
property would be purchased by Oliver Abreu, a 
veteran of World War II, for his own and sole use 
in his own business and not for the purpose of 
resale. 

Date of Judgment: October 4, 1949. 

Brief Description of Judgment or Sentence: The 
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Defendant, having been adjudged guilty on each 
of the foresaid counts set forth in the indictment, 
was sentenced to imprisonment for one year and 
one day on the first count, and was sentenced to pay 
a fine of $1,000 on the second count. 

Name of Prison Where Now Confined: None— 
bail posted. 

I, the above named Defendant, hereby appeal to 
the United States Circuit Court of Appeals for the 
Ninth Circuit from the Judgment above mentioned. 

Dated: Honolulu, T. H., this 15th day of Decem- 
ber, 1949. 

/s/ ROBERT NELSON LANTIS, 
Appellant. 


[Endorsed]: Filed Dee. 15, 1949. 


[Title of District Court and Cause. | 


NOTICE OF APPHAL 


The Defendant above named appeals from the 
Order of the Honorable Delbert E. Metzger hereto- 
fore entered herein on the 7th day of December, 
1949, and denying Defendant’s Motion for a New 
dingal. 

Name and Address of Appellant: Robert Nelson 
Lantis, 239-A Beach Walk, Honolulu, T. H. 

Name and Address of Appellant’s Attorneys: J. 
Edward Collins, Bishop Trust Building, Honolulu, 
T. H., Daniel G. Ridley, 307 Arcade Building, Hono- 


lular, “1, ee 
Offenses: Count I: Conspiracy to violate Section 
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80, Title 18, United States Code, by making and 
causing to be made, presenting and causing to be 
presented, to and in a matter within the jurisdic- 
tion of the Territorial Surplus Property Office, a 
branch office of a department and agency of the 
United States of America, a false and fraudulent 
application, statement, certificate and representation 
that one 1941 Willy’s Jeep, Engine No. MA-79180, 
and other property would be purchased by Oliver 
Abreu, a veteran of World War II, for his own and 
sole use in his own business and not for the pur- 
pose of resale. Count Il: Knowingly and wilfully 
made, and caused to be mace and aided and abetted 
in making a false and fraudulent statement and 
representation and knowingly and wilfully pre-- 
sented and caused to be presented and aided and 
abetted in presenting to and in a matter within 
the jurisdiction of the Territorial Surplus Property 
Office, a branch office of a department and agency 
of the United States of America, a false and fraudu- 
lent statement and representation, to wit: that one 
1941 Willy’s Jeep, Engine No. MA-79180, and other 
property would be purchased by Oliver Abreu, a 
veteran of World War II, for his own and sole 
use in his own business and not for the purpose of 
resale. 

Date of Judgment: October 4, 1949. 

Date of Order Denying Motion for a New Trial: 
December 7, 1949. 

Brief Description of Judgment and Sentence: 
The Defendant, having been adjudged guilty on each 
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of the aforesaid counts set forth in the indictment, 
was sentenced to imprisonment for one year and one 
day on the first count, and was sentenced to pay a 
fine of $1,000 on the second count. 

Brief Description of Order Denying Motion for a 
New Trial: Motion for a New Trial denied on the 
ground that the newly discovered evidence would 
not have changed the Court’s judgment. 

Name of Prison Where Now Confined: None— 
bail posted. 

I, the above named Defendant, hereby appeal to 
the United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth 
Circuit from the above mentioned Order denying 
my motion for a new trial. 


Dated: Honolulu, T. H., this 15th dav of De- 


cember, 1949. 
/s/ ROBERT NELSON LANTIS, 


Appellant. 


[Endorsed]: Filed Dec. 15, 1949. 
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ELECTION 


Comes now Robert Nelson Lantis, Defendant 
above named, and hereby elects not to commence 
service of the sentence of imprisonment heretofore 
imposed upon him in the above entitled Court and 
cause. 


Dated: Honolulu, T. H., this 15th day of De- 
cember, 1949. 
/s/ ROBERT NELSON LANTIS. 


[Endorsed]: Filed Dee. 15, 1949. 


[Title of District Court and Cause. | 


APPLICATION FOR BAIL 


Comes now Robert Nelson Lantis, Defendant 
above named, and hereby makes application that 
he may be admitted to bail upon such terms as the 
Court may prescribe in accordance with Rule 38 
of the criminal proceedings relating to the District 
Courts of the United States of America. 


Dated: Honolulu, T. H., this 15th day of De- 


cember, 1949. 
/s/ ROBERT NELSON LANTIS. 


[Endorsed]: Filed Dec. 15, 1949. 


\ 
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BOND 
Know All Men By These Presents: 


That we, Robert Nelson Lantis, as Principal, and 
Fong Hing and Lizzie Fong Hing, as Sureties, are 
held and firmly bound unto the United States of 
America in the Full Sum of $2,000.00 for the pay- 
ment of which well and truly to be made, we do 
bind ourselves, our executors and administrators, 
jointly and severally by these presents, 

Whereas, lately, in the District Court for the 
United States in and for the District and Territory 
of Hawaii, judgment, sentence and fine were made 
and entered against Robert Nelson Lantis, Defend- 
ant above named, and 

Whereas, notice has been given of appeal to the 
United States Cireuit Court of Appeals for the 
Ninth Judicial Circuit, to secure a reversal of said 
judgment, sentence and fine, and 

Whereas, the Honorable Delbert E. Metzger, 
Judge of said District Court, did regularly order 
that a supersedeas and bail bond be given in the 
sum of $2,000.00 pending said appeal, 

Now, Therefore, the condition of the above obliga- 
tion is such that if the said Robert Nelson Lantis 
shall appear here in person or by attorney in the 
United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Judi- 
cial Circuit on such dav or days as may be appointed 
for the hearing of said cause in said Cireuit Court 
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and prosecute his appeal and shall abide by and 
obey all orders made by said Circuit Court in said 
cause, and shall pay any fine, damages and all costs 
imposed by the judgment of said District Court 
against him, and shall surrender himself in execu- 
tion of the judgment, sentence and fine appealed 
from as said Circuit Court may direct, if the judg- 
ment, sentence and fine against him shall be affirmed 
or the appeal dismissed; and if he shall appear for 
trial in said District Court on such day or days 
as may be appointed for a retrial of said cause and 
abide by and obey all the orders made by said Dis- 
trict Court, provided the judgment, sentence and 
fine made against him shall be reversed by said 
Circuit Court, then the above obligation shall be 
void, otherwise to remain in full force, effect and 
virtue. 

In Witness Whereof, the above bounden Princi- 
pal and Sureties have hereunto affixed their hands 
this 16th day of December, 1949. 


/s/ ROBERT NELSON LANTIS, 
Principal. 

/s/ FONG HING, 
Surety. 


/s/ LIZZIE FONG HING, 
Surety. 
Taken and acknowledged before me this 16th day 
of December, 1949. 


[Seal] /3/ WM. F. THOMPSON, JR., 
Clerk, U. 8. District Court. 
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‘Territory of Hawaii, 
City and County of Honolulu—ss. 


Fong Hing, being first duly sworn on oath, de- 
poses and says that he is the Fong Hing named as 
a Surety and who filed the foregoing Bond and that 
he is worth the sum of $4,000.00 over and above all 
just debts and habilities in property situate in the 
Territory of Hawaii and subject to execution. 


/s/ FONG HING. 
Subseribed and sworn to before me this 16th day 
of December, 1949. 


[Seal] /s/ WM. F. THOMPSON, JR., 
Clerk, United States District Court, Territory of 
Hawaii. 


Territory of Hawaii, 
City and County of Honolulu—ss. 


Lizzie Fong Hing, being first duly sworn on oath, 
deposes and says that she is the Lizzie Fong Hing 
named as a Surety and who filed the foregoing Bond 
and that she is worth the sum of $4,000.00 over and 
above all just debts and habilities in property situ- 
ate in the Territory of Hawaii and subject to exe- 
cution. 

/s/ LIZZIE FONG HING. 

Subseribed and sworn to before me this 16th day 
of December, 1949. 

[Seal] /s/ WM. F. THOMPSON, JR.., 
Clerk, United States District Court, Territory of 

Hawaii. 


United States of America 27 
Approved as to Form: 


/s/ HOWARD K. HODDICK, 
Ass’t U. 8. Attorney. 


Approved as to the Amount and Sufficiency of 
Surety : 
/s/ D. E. METZGER, 
Judge, U. S. District Court. 


[Endorsed]: Filed Dec. 16, 1949. 


[Title of District Court and Cause.] 


COST BOND 
Know All Men By These Presents: 


That we, Robert Nelson Lantis, as Principal, and 
Mario P. Cortese and Thomas E. Miller, as Sureties, 
are held and firmly bound unto the United States 
of America in the Full Sum of $250.00 for the pay- 
ment of which well and truly to be made, we do 
bind ourselves, our executors and administrators, 
jointly and severally by these presents, 

Whereas, lately, in the District Court for the 
United States in and for the District and Territory 
of Hawaii, judgment, sentence and fine were made 
and entered against Robert Nelson Lantis, Defend- 
ant above named, and 

Whereas, notice has been given of appeal to the 
United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Judi- 
cial Circuit, to secure a reversal of said judgment, 
sentence and fine, 
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Now, Therefore, the condition of the above obliga- 
tion is such that if the said Robert Nelson Lantis 
shall prosecute his appeal with effect, and shall 
answer all costs if he fails to make good his appeal, 
then this obligation shall be void; otherwise to re- 
main in full force, effect and virtue. 

In Witness Whereof, the above bounden Princi- 
pal and Sureties have hereunto affixed their hands 
this 17th day of January, 1950. 


/s/ ROBERT N. LANTIS, 
Prineipal. 


/s/ MARIO P. CORTESE, 
Surety. 


/s/ THOMAS E. MILLER, 
Surety. 
Taken and acknowledged before me this 17th day 
of January, 1950. 


[Seal] /3s/ WM. F. THOMPSON, JR., 
Clerk, U. S. District Court. 


Territory of Hawaii, 
City and County of Honolulu—ss. 


Mario P. Cortese, being first duly sworn on oath, 
deposes and says that he is the Mario P. Cortese 
named as a Surety and who filed the foregoing 
Bond and that he is worth the sum of $500.00 over 
and above all just debts and liabilities in property 
situate in the Territory of Hawaii and subject to 


execution. 
/s/ MARIO P. CORTESE. 
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Subscribed and sworn to before me this 17th day 
of January, 1950. 


[Seal] /3/ WM. F. THOMPSON, JR.., 
Clerk, United States District Court, Territory of 
Hawaii. 


Territory of Hawaii, 
City and County of Honolulu—ss. 

Thomas E. Miller, being first duly sworn on oath, 
deposes and says that he is the Thomas E. Miller 
named as a Surety and who filed the foregoing 
Bond and that he is worth the sum of $500.00 over 
and above all just debts and labilities in property 
situate in the Territory of Hawaii and subject to 
execution. 

/s/ THOMAS E. MILLER. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 17th day 
of January, 1950. 

[Seal] /s/ WM. F. THOMPSON, JR., 
Clerk, United States District Court, Territory of 

Hawaii. 
Approved as to Form: 


/s/ HOWARD K. HODDICK, 
U. 8S. Attorney. 


Approved as to the Amount and Sufficiency of 


Surety : 
/3s/ D. E. METZGER, 
Judge, U. S. District Court. 


[Endorsed]: Filed Jan. 17, 1950. 
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DEFENDANT - APPELLANT’S SECOND 
AMENDED DESIGNATION OF RECORD 


The Defendant-Appellant, Robert Nelson Lantis, 
designates the following to be included in the record 
of appeal: 


1. The indictment against Defendant. | 


2. Clerk’s minutes of October 4, 1949 (the date 
of the trial). 


3. Official reporter’s transcript of evidence taken 
and proceedings had during the trial. 


4, All exhibits. 
®. The judgment, commitment and sentence of 
the court. 


6. Defendant’s motion for a new trial and aff- 
davits attached thereto. 


7. Clerk’s minutes of December 7, 1949 (the 
date of hearing on motion for a new trial). 


8. Official reporter’s transcript of hearing on 
motion for a new trial. 

9. Oral order denying motion for a new trial 
entered December 7, 1949 (included in clerk’s min- 
utes). 


10. Notice of appeal (from the judgment of the 
court) filed December 15, 1949. 
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11. Notice of appeal (from the order denying 
Defendant’s motion for a new trial) filed December 
15, 1949. 


12. Election (not to commence service of sen- 
tence of imprisonment) filed December 15, 1949. 


13. Application for bail filed December 15, 1949. 
14. Bail Bond filed December 16, 1949. 

15. Bond for costs filed January 17, 1950. 

16. This designation. 


Dated: Honolulu, T. H., this 17th day of Janu- 
ary, 1950. 
ROBERT NELSON LANTIS, 
Defendant-A ppellant. 
By /s/ J. EDWARD COLLINS, 


/s/ DANIEL G. RIDLEY, 
Attorneys for Defendant- 
Appellant. 


[Endorsed]: Filed Jan. 17, 1950. 
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CERTIFICATE OF CLERK 


United States of America, 
District of Hawaii—ss. 


‘I, Wm. F. Thompson, Jr., Clerk of the United 
States District Court for the District of Hawaii, 
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do hereby certify that the foregoing record on ap- 
peal in the above-entitled cause, consists of the fol- 
lowing listed original pleadings, reporter’s tran- 
scripts, and exhibits of record in said cause: 

Indictment 

Judgment and Commitment 

Motion for a New Trial and Affidavits 

Notice of Appeal (from the judgment of the 
court ) 

Notice of Appeal (from the order denying motion 
for new trial) 

Election 

Application for Bail 

Bond 

Cost Bond 

Defendant-Appellant’s Second Amended Designa- 
tion of Record 

Transeript of Proceedings (October 4, 1949) 

Transcript of Proceedings (December 7, 1949) 

United States Exhibits Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4-A, 4-B, 4-C, 
and 5. 

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand 
and affixed the seal of said District Court, this 19th 
day of January, A.D. 1950. 

[Seal ] /s/ WM. F. THOMPSON, JR., 
Clerk, United States District Court, District of 

Hawaii. 
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In the United States District Court for the 
Territory of Hawaii 


Criminal No. 10,210 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Plaintiff, 


VS. 


ROBERT NELSON LANTIS, 
Defendant. 


TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS 
October 4, 1949, at 9:15 a.m. 


Before: Hon. Delbert E. Metzger, 
Judge. 


Appearances: 


HOWARD K. HODDICK, ESQ., 
Assistant United States Attorney, 
appearing for Plaintiff; 


DANIEL G. RIDLEY, ESQ., 
appearing for Defendant. 


PROCEEDINGS 


The Clerk: Criminal No. 10,210, United States 
of America versus Robert Nelson Lantis, for trial. 
There was filed on October 1st a waiver of jury. 

The Court: All right. 

Mr. Hoddick: May it please the Court, the in- 
dictment in this case charges the defendant, Robert 
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Nelson Lantis, with having conspired .with one 
Oliver Abreu to violate Section 80, Title 18, U. S. 
Code. This is in connection with the purchase of 
surplus property. It is a conspiracy to submit a 
false statement contrary to law, and then the actual 
submission of the false statement and representa- 
tion as the violation is set forth in the second count 
of the indictment. 

We will introduce evidence showing that the vet- 
eran Oliver Abreu was employed by the defendant 
Lantis during the year 1946; that in September of 
1946 Lantis came to Abreu and asked him if he was 
a veteran and if he would purchase some surplus 
vehicles for him; and that Abreu indicated that he 
would. Lantis took him down to the surplus prop- 
erty office and assisted him in filling out certain 
application forms. Approximately two months later 
Lantis gave to Abreu a blank purchase order and 
had Abreu sign it. The following day, or a couple 
of days thereafter, Lantis took Abreu down [2*] 
to the surplus property office and the purchase or- 
der, in which a request for jeeps had been filled in, 
had been accepted by the surplus property office. 
They had the jeeps available. Lantis gave to Abreu 
$395 and Abreu turned it over to the surplus prop- 
erty office. Abreu at that time signed the bill of sale 
on which he indicated that he was purchasing it for 
his own use, not for resale. And several days there- 
after they went out to Iroquois Point and picked up 
that jeep and another, other jeeps, that Lantis had 


* Page numbering appearing at top of page of original Reporter’s 
Transcript. 
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purchased, and they then went down to the Terri- 
torial Motor Vehicle Department and the jeep was 
registered in Abreu’s name, showing Lantis as the 
legal owner. And some time later the title to the 
jeep was actually transferred to Lantis. 

At no time did Abreu have any use of the jeep 
or did he buy it for his own use. He purchased it 
for Lantis who was his employer. And this trans- 
action arose out of the employer-employee relation- 
ship. Abrue was never compensated for buying the 
jeep for Lantis. 

Our first witness, unless Mr. Ridley cares to make 
an opening statement 

Mr. Ridley: Just a short one, if your Honor 
please. We will show, and it is our contention to 
show by the evidence, that this was purely a loan 
transaction. There was never any purchase of this 
ear for Mr. Lantis’ use. The car was purchased for 
Mr. Abreu’s use. He did in fact use it and [3] re- 
paired it, and the fact that it was put in Lantis’ 
name as legal owner was by way of security for 
monies loaned to Mr. Abreu, advanced by Mr. Lantis 
in order that he might buy it under his veteran’s 
priority. That is in brief what we will show, if your 


Honor please. 
The Court: All right. Proceed. 
Mr. Hoddick: Call Oliver Abreu. 
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OLIVER ABREU 


a witness in behalf of the Plaintiff, being duly 
sworn, testified as follows: 


Direct Examination 


The Court: How old are you? 

The Witness: Twenty-eight. 

The Court: Twenty ? 

The Witness: ‘Twenty-eight. 

Q. (By Mr. Hoddick): Will you give your full 
name, please? A. Oliver Abreu, A-b-r-e-u. 

Q. And, Mr. Abreu, will you speak loud enough 
so that both Mr. Ridley and myself can hear you. 
Are you a veteran of World War IT? 


A. Yes, sir. 
@. And in what part of the Armed Services did 
you serve ? A. Quartermaster. [4] 


You were with the U. S. Army? 
U.S. Army, yes. 

How long were you in the service? 
Eleven months. 

During what period of time? 
Forty-six September to November ’47. 
You say 46 when? 

September I went in, in September. 
Could that be September ’45? 

Yes, that’s right. 

And how long did you serve, eleven months? 
Yes. 

Until? A. Until ’46, November. 
Until August of 746? 


COPFPOPHOPOPOPOPS 
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(Testimony of Oliver Abreu.) 

The Court: I thuoght he said November. You 
say August. 

Mr. Hoddick: Well, he said he was in eleven 
months. 

The Court: Yes, I know. He said November. 
You say August. 

Q. Mr. Abreu, do you remember when you were 
discharged from the Army? 

A. I think it is in November ’46. 

Q. Where did you go to work after you were 
discharged from the Army ? 

A. Lantis Motors. [5] 

Q. Lantis Motors? A. That’s right. 

Q. And what did you do at Lantis Motors? 
What was your job there? 

A. Auto mechanic. 

Q. That was the only work you did, repairing 
automobiles ? A. That’s right. 

Q. Have you ever purchased any surplus prop- 
erty ? A. That’s nght. 

Q. And what kind of surplus property did you 
buy ? me Jeep. 

Q. A jeep? What led you to purchase this jeep? 
Why did you purchase the jeep? 

A. Mr. Lantis asked me to. 

Q. Well, now, will you tell the Court and tell 
me what Mr. Lantis said when he asked you to buy 
the jeep? 

A. First he asked me if I was a a IT told 
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(Testimony of Oliver Abreu.) 
him yes. And he asked me if I’d get him a vehicle 
from the Army. I told him O.K. 

Q. Did he say what kind of a vehicle he wanted 
you to get? 

A. Yes, he wanted a sedan or a station wagon 
at first. 

@. And after he asked you about that, what did 
you say? Did you tell him vise anda [6] 


A. Yes. 
@. Did you and Mr. Lantis ever go down to the 
surplus property office? A. Yes, sir. 


Q. Was that shortly after he asked you if you 
would buy him a station wagon or a sedan? 

A. Yes. 

Q. And what did you do when you got in the 

surplus property office? 

A. We filled out an application; took me donall 
there and we came back and I started working 
again. | 

Q. Did you fill out the application in your own 
handwriting ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Had you ever filled out one of those applica- 
tions before ? A. No. 

Q. Did you know how to fill it out? 

A. No, I didn’t. 


Q. Who helped you? A. Mr. Lantis. 
Q. He was standing beside you when you filled 
it out? A. Yes, sir. 


Mr. Hoddick: Will you mark this for identifica- 
tion purposes? (Handing a document to the Clerk.) 
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(Testimony of Oliver Abreu.) 
The Clerk: U.S. Exhibit ‘“A”’ for identification. 


(The document referred to was marked 
“U.S. Exhibit A for Identification.’’) 


Mr. Hoddick: U.S. ‘A’? for identification pur- 
poses is a veteran’s application for surplus prop- 
erty, dated September 20, 1946. Attached to it is a 
document entitled ‘‘Certificate No. 10321,’’ also 
dated September 20, 1946. (Handing documents to 
Mr. Ridley.) 

Q. Mr. Abreu, I show you document marked 
“U.S. Exhibit A for Identification’’ and ask you 
if this is the application that you filled out the first 
time that you went down to the surplus property 
office with Mr. Lantis? (Handing document to the 
witness. ) A. Yes, sir. 

@. And that is the application that Mr. Lantis 
assisted you in filling out? A. Dhat’s Tight. 

Q. And this is your signature on the page at- 
tached to 1t? me, ‘6s, .#enn. 

Mr. Hoddick: I’d like to offer these in evidence, 
your Honor. (Handing exhibits to the Court.) 

The Court: Any objection? 

Mr. Ridley: No objection. 

The Court: This is an application and a cer- 
tificate. [8] Is this your handwriting on it? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

The Clerk: U.S. Exhibit No. 1. 
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(Testimony of Oliver Abreu.) 
(The document previously marked ‘‘U. S. 
Exhibit A for Identification’’ was received in 
evidence as ‘‘U. S. Exhibit 1.’’) 


Q. Mr. Abreu, I show you this application which 
you said you filled out, U. 8S. Exhibit 1, and call 
your attention to the date September 20, 1946. Now, 
at the time that you filled out that application, you 
had already been discharged from the Army, had 
you not? A. Yes. 

Q. So you must have been discharged some time 
before that date? A. Yes, it must have been. 

Q. How long had you been working for Lantis 
Motors at the time that Mr. Lantis took vou down 
to the surplus property office ? | 

A. That I can’t say. A couple of months, I 
guess. 

@. Now, in connection with the purchase of a 
vehicle from surplus property office, what next hap- 
pened ? 

A. He had some kind of a form. He told me 
to sign my name on it at the shop. That was the 
next thing. ; 
Now, who had a form? A. Mr. Lantis. 


He asked you to sign your name to it? [9] 
Yes, Gir. 


And where did you sign your name to it? 
On the bottom of the form. 

IT didn’t hear you, Mr. Abreu. 

On the bottom of the particular form. 


ProOPrPOrP&®d 


United States of America 41 


(Testimony of Oliver Abreu.) 

Q. But that was at Lantis Motors that you 
signed it? a. Vesy sir. 

Q. Was there anything filled in the form? 

A. Ne, sir. 

Q. Mr. Abreu, I show you a form entitled ‘‘Vet- 
eran’s Purchase Order,’’ and ask you if this is your 
signature on the bottom? (Showing a document to 
the witness. ) A. Yes, sir. 


(Mr. Hoddick hands document to Mr. 
Ridley.) 


Q@. Now, is this the type of form which Mr. 
Lantis had you sign your name on the bottom of ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did vou ever sign any other forms of this 
kind? A. No, sir. 

Q. You only did that once and that was at Mr. 


Lantis’ request ? A. Wes. 
Q. And this is your signature on the bottom of 
the form? A. That’s right. [10] 


Q. And about how long did this occur after the 
time that you went down to the surplus property 
office with Mr. Lantis ? 

A. A few weeks after, I guess. 

Mr. Hoddick: JI would like to offer this in evi- 
dence, your Honor. (Handing document to the 
Court. ) 

Mr. Ridley: No objection. 

The Court: Received in evidence as exhibit 

The Clerk: U.S. Exhibit No. 2. 
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(Testimony of Oliver Abreu.) 
(The document referred to was received in 
evidence as “U.S. Mehibit No. 2°’) 


Q. Now, Mr. Abreu, again in connection with the 
purchase of a vehicle from the surplus property 
office, what occurred next in this series of events? 
What happened next ? 

A. Well, he told me to go down the surplus 
office down there on Ala Moana. 

Q. How long was that after you filled in, put 
your name on the bottom of the form—a few days? 

A. That I can’t say. Some time after. We went 
down and he told me he is going to get a jeep 
instead. 

Q. You went down together in his car? 

A. Yes, sir; and filled out some other forms, 
and he gave me the money and I gave the fellow 
the money down in the office. 

Q. How much money did he give Wed: [11] 

A. Three hundred twenty-five. 

Q. Was there any talk at that time that this was 
a loan? 

A. No, sir. I was getting the jeep for him. 

Q. You mean for Mr. Lantis? 

A. That’s right. 

Q. How is it that you were getting a jeep instead 
of a station wagon or sedan as he had originally 
requested ? 

A. Well, I didn’t care what he got. That was 
for him. He said that the sedan was too much 
money and a station wagon was in bad shape. 
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(Testimony of Oliver Abreu.) 

@. That’s what Mr. Lantis told you? 

A. That’s right. 

@. So he said he wanted a jeep instead, is that 
it? me That’ sight. 


(Mr. Hoddick shows a document to Mr. 
Ridley. ) 


Q. Mr. Abreu, what kind of business was Mr. 
Lantis in? A. Auto repairing and U-Drive. 

Q. He also had a U-Drive business? 

i eee. cir. 

Q. Did he have a considerable number of ve- 
hicles in the U-Drive part of his business ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And what kind of vehicles did he use in the 
U-Drive business? [12] 

A. All kinds—sedans, jeeps and some Army 
trucks. I don’t know what they call them. Recons, 
I guess. 

Q. The second time you went down to the sur- 
plus property office, you say that you filled out 
some more forms? Ac» ‘Bhat’s might, 

Q. Did you fill those forms out before you paid 
them the money or afterwards? 

Before I paid them. 

And how much money did you pay them? 

Three hundred twenty-five. 

And that money Mr. Lantis handed to you? 
. That’s right. 

I show you a document marked ‘‘Notice of 


O>POrop 


44 Robert Nelson Lantis vs. 


(Testimony of Oliver Abreu.) 

Sale, Interior Department, Surplus Property Of- 
fice,’’ dated, a stamp date on it is November 18, 
1946, and ask you if this is the form which you 
signed the second time you went down to the sur- 
plus property office with Mr. Lantis? (Handing a 
document to the witness.) A. That is the one. 

Q. You signed it in two places, is that right? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Now, were there a lot of copies that you had 
to sign, too? A. That’s all. 

Q. Mr. Abreu, were there other copies of this 
form [13] that you signed at that time, do you 
remember ? 

A. Well, at that time, the last time I went down 
I signed a few of them. 

Q@. You only went down twice? 

A. Only went twice. 

@. And you signed this form the second time 
you went down? A. That’s right. 

@. And you signed more than one? 

A. Yes. 

Mr. Hoddick: I’d like to offer this in evidence, 
your Honor, as the Government’s third exhibit. 


(Handing document to the Court.) 


Mr. Ridley: No objection. 
The Court: Received as exhibit 
The Clerk: U.S. Exhibit No. 3. 
(The document referred to was received in 
evidence as ‘‘U. 8. Exhibit No. 3.’’) 
Q. Now, Mr. Abreu, when you signed the form 
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that I just showed you, Exhibit No. 3, where was 
Mr. Lantis ? A. Right alongside of me. 

Q@. Was he right beside you at the time you 
paid the money for the jeep? A. That's nie@ht. 

Q. What did you do next in connection with get- 
ting [14] the jeep? A. Nothing. 

Q. Well, didn’t you have to go some place and 
pick it up? 

A. Yes, I went afterwards. We went to pick 
it up. He sent other employees down and we towed 
it back—a couple of them. 

Q. Did Mr. Lantis go with you? 

A. That’s right. 

Q. And where did you go? 

A. Iroquois Point. 

Q. And how many jeeps did you bring back 
from Iroquois Point? A. I think three. 

Q. Did you then do anything about having the 
jeep registered in your name? 

A. Yes, I went down to the City Hall and I had 
it signed. 

Q. Was that the same day that you brought the 
jeeps. back from Iroquois Point? 

A. No. I think a couple of days after. Went 
down there and have it registered and I had it 
signed in the back of it, and that was all. 

Q. Did you ever do any repair work on these 
jeeps later? A. I worked on all of them. [15] 

Q. And what were the jeeps used for? 
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A. He sold some of them and some of them were 
used for U-Drive. 

Q. Did you ever use them? 

A. I never did. 

Q. For your own personal use, that is, aside 


from the business? A. No, sir. 
Q. When you purchased the jeep, did you ever 
intend to make any use of it? A. No, sir. 


Q. Were you at all troubled, Mr. Abreu, that the 
purchase of this jeep might be in violation of the 
law ? A. I didn’t know then. 

@. Did you worry about it at all? 

A. Well, some time after we got the jeep I asked 
Mr. Lantis if it won’t get me in trouble, me turning 
over the jeep like that. I was supposed to keep it 
about a year, somebody told me, and he said no; he 
said, don’t worry about it. 

Q. Is that all he said when you asked him about 
getting into trouble? 

A. That’s all he said. Some time after that a 
police officer came over and handed me a subpoena, 
told me if I owned the jeep. I told him no. And 
the next dav when I went [16] to work I told Mr. 
Lantis, how come the Jeep was under my name yet? 
So he said he forgot about it, and he was too busy. 
Then sometime, a couple of days after that again 
another officer came over with another subpoena, 
and the jeep was still under my name, which I didn’t 
know. Then after that I guess he changed it to 
his name. 
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Q. You never went down to the police station 
in response to those subpoenas ? An Wo, ‘7. 

Q. Mr. Abreu, vou were with Lantis Motors 
_for a couple of years, weren’t you? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Were there any other vehicles around Lantis 
Motors that had been purchased from surplus prop- 
erty office ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Quite a few of them? A, Yes, sit. 

Q. Did Mr. Lantis say anything about these 
other vehicles at the time you asked him about 
getting into trouble in connection with this jeep? 

Mr. Ridley: If your Honor please, I don’t 
exactly understand the import of counsel’s question- 
ing, but it certainly appears to me that he is 
attempting to show that we purchased other vehicles 
in violation of the law, and hearsay or supposedly 
admissions on the part of the defendant after [17] 
this story that he has told I submit that that is 
absolutely improper. It is outside the scope of this 
indictment. 

Mr. Hoddick: Excuse me, counsel. That is not 
the purport of the question or the place where we 
are going. | 

Mr. Ridley: In other words, you are talking 
about legal transactions around there. We admit 
that we purchased many jeeps legally, but not at 
that time. 

Mr. Hoddick: I will withdraw the question. 
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My. Ridley: There is such a thing as a dealer’s 
license, too. 

Mr. Hoddick: If I can have a half minute of the 
Court’s time—I’d like to have these marked for | 
identification purposes. They are application for 
registration of passenger-carrying motor vehicle, 
dated December 2, 1946; motor vehicle certificate of 
ownership, dated December 2, 1946; and certificate 
of ownership, dated July 15, 1947. 

The Clerk: You want these marked for identifica- 
tion? 

Mr. Hoddick: Please. 

The Clerk: Application for registration would 
be “‘U. S. B-1 for Identification’’; the certificate 
of ownership, dated December 2, ’46, will be ‘‘U. S. 
B-2 for Identification’’; and the certificate of owner- 
ship, dated July 15, 1947, will be “U. 8S. B-3 for 
Identification ”’. 


(The documents referred to were marked “‘U. 
S. Exhibit B-1, B-2, B-3 for Identification’’.) 


Mr. Hoddick: I’d also like to have marked for 
identification purposes another copy of the notice 
of sale, dated December 2, 1946, stamp dated. 

The Clerk: Notice of sale will be ‘‘U. S. C. for 
Identification. ”’ 


(The document referred to was marked ‘‘U. 

S. Exhibit C for Identification’’.) 
Mr. Hoddick: As to ‘‘U.S. Exhibit B-1, B-2, B-3 
for Identification’’, and ‘‘U. 8. Exhibit C for Iden- 
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tification’’, these documents constitute part of the 
official files of the Department of Motor Vehicles, 
and I would like at this time to ask leave of Court 
to withdraw them, if they are admitted in evidence. 

Mr. Ridley: Are these the same documents that 
I subpoenaed? If those are the same ones—you 
got them from the City and County Treasurer’s 
Office ? 

Mr. Hoddick: Yes. 

Mr. Ridley: If they are the same ones, I will 
stipulate that they go into evidence. It is part of 
our defense. I will stipulate that they may go into 
evidence, your Honor. 

Mr. Hoddick: Well, then, let’s have these marked 
as U. S. Exhibits. U.S. Exhibits for identification 
purposes, B-1 through B-3 to go into evidence, and 
U. S. Exhibit for identification purposes C—they 
are offered in evidence. 

The Court: B-1 through 3, and B-C? [19] 

The Clerk: No, the other one is C for identifica- 
tion. B-1 to 3 is for identification, and C is for 
identification ? 

The Court: Yes. All right. 

The Clerk: B-1, 2 and 3 for identification would 
be U. S. Exhibit 4-A, B and C in evidence; and 
Exhibit C for identification will be U. S. Exhibit 
No. 5. 

(The documents referred to were received in 
evidence as ‘‘U. S. Exhibit 4-A, B and C’’ and 
SS. ehibit 5°’) 
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The Court: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Hoddick): Mr. Abreu, I show you 
U.S. Exhibit No. 4-A, B and C, and U. S. Exhibit 
No. 5, and ask you if your signature appears on 
each of those? (Showing exhibits to the witness.) 

A. That’s right. 

@. Now, at the time that you went down to 
the—— 

The Court: What is the answer? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Q. At the time that you went down to the De- 
partment of Motor Vehicles, with Mr. Lantis 

Mr. Ridley: Just a moment, if your Honor 
please. That is about the fifth time counsel has 
used the words ‘‘went some place with Mr. Lantis’’. 
- And the witness on previous testimony has testified 
that he went three times and reduced it to two, and 
counsel assumes something not in evidence by stat- 
ing that Mr. Lantis went down to the Department 
of Motor [20] Vehicles with him apparently for the 
purpose of making, doing all that registration. 

Mr. Hoddick: Mr. Ridley, if you followed the 
testimony of the witness you would know that he 
has already testified that he went to the Department 
of Motor Vehicles with Mr. Lantis after he brought 
the jeep back from Iroquois Point. And that con- 
fines it. I want to make it precise. So this isn’t 
some time when he went down on his own. 

Mr. Ridley: I will withdraw the objection, but 
let him testify, please. 

Mr. Hoddick: All right. 
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Q. At that time did you sign your name on the 
rear of U. 8. Exhibit No. 4-C in which you released 
your equity in the vehicle as the legal owner? 

A. That’s right. 

Q. And when did you sign your name, the sig- 
nature of the registered owner, releasing interest 
in the vehicle on U. 8. Exhibit No. 4-B? When did 
that happen? 

A. ‘The same day when I went down to the City 
Hall. 

@. Was that when you had the jeep registered ? 

A. That’s right, same date. I didn’t go back 
again. } ; 

Q. So vou signed both of these the same day? 

A. Yes, sir. 

The Court: Well, now, let’s have it straight. 
You went down there alone or with someone? [21] 

The Witness: Mr. Lantis took me down. 

The Court: Proceed. 

Mr. Hoddick: I have no further questions to 
ask of this witness. 


Cross-Examination 
By Mr. Ridley: 

Q. Mr. Abreu, again calling your attention to 
U. S. Exhibit 4-A, 4-B and 4-C and No. 5—let’s 
take No. 5. Do I understand that you took that No. 
5, that is, the big one here, down to the City and 
County Treasurer’s Office for the purpose of getting 
an ownership certificate ? 
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A. I didn’t take no papers down. 

Q. Where did this paper come from? 

A. Mr. Lantis had it, I guess. 

Q. Mr. Lantis had it? How did you happen 
to go down if he had the car already? 

A. I went with him. That’s all. He asked me 
to go down with him. 

@. In other words, you just went down? And 
then, do I understand, that after that—what did vou 
do after you got down there, turned this thing into 
the City and County Treasurer’s Office? 

A. Idon’t know. I signed the ownership papers. 

Qo. You signed the ownership papers? Here is 
one on December 2nd. That is when you went down, 
didn’t you? [22] 

A. I don’t remember the date. 

Q. Well, it was shortly after, within a week or 
two after you had gotten the car from Iroquois 
Point, wasn’t it? 

A. Some time after we got it. 

Q. It was the same year, wasn’t it? 

A. It’s the same year. 

Q. And it’s noted on there December 2nd. Was 
that approximately the date that you went down 
to the City and County Treasurer’s Office? 

A. I can’t say. 

Q. And at that time the car was placed in your 
name, wasn’t it? A. That’s right. 

Q. Then you signed on the back of it, that is, 
as far as legal owner was concerned at that time, — 
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didn’t you? Look on there. (Showing exhibit to 
the witness.) You signed off as legal owner only 


at that time, didn’t you? A. I guess I did. 
@. And you still remained on there as registered 
owner, didn’t you? A. J didn’t know that. 


Q. Wasn’t this certificate here issued to you at 
that time with your name as registered owner and 
Mr. Lantis’ name as legal owner on that same date, 
December 2nd? 

A. Only what I remember, I went down to the 
City Hall [23] once with him. That’s all. 

Q. I understand. But wasn’t that issued to you 
at that time? A. I didn’t take it, though. 

Q. I understand that. But wasn’t that issued at 
that time? Oliver Abreu as registered owner and 
Robert Landis as legal owner, after you had signed 
this original certificate, signed over as legal owner 
off the original certificate, isn’t that correct? 

A. It must be. It says over there. 

Q. So that you were registered owner at that 
time, isn’t that so? A Yes. 

Q. Now, as a matter of fact, calling your atten- 
tion to the date July 15 on this second certificate, 
U.S. Exhibit 4-B, I call your attention to the signa- 
ture on the back there, one signature Robert Abreu 
as registered owner and one signature Robert Lantis 
as legal owner. You signed that off, did you not? 

A. Yes. 

Q. You didn’t sign that off, did you, until July 
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15th, some six or eight months later, isn’t that cor- 
rect? A. That I don’t remember. 

Q Didn’t you sign it off about six or eight months 
later so that Mr. Lantis could then finally get the 
ear in [24] his own name after six or eight months? 

A. It must be. That’s my signature. 

Q. I see. Now, you signed this application on 
December 2nd, too, where you applied to be regis- 
tered owner, didn’t you? 

A. That’s my signature. 

Q. I see. Wasn’t the reason that you had the 
car placed in your name as registered owner and 
Mr. Lantis as legal owner on December 2nd was 
to secure him for your repayment to him for that 
$325 ? A. He didn’t say anything like that. 

Q. That wasn’t the reason it was placed in your 
name as registered owner and in his as legal owner? 

A. I don’t remember that. 

Q. Well, do you deny it is a fact? 

A. I can’t deny it. It says over there. 

Q. I see. Now, as a matter of fact, Mr. Lantis 
never even saw this car before you had purchased 
it from the surplus property office, had he, this jeep? 

A. That I don’t know. I can’t say he seen it: 
I didn’t go down there and pick 1t out. 

Q. Do I understand, then, what happened in 
this particular case is that you originally went down 
and filled out a so-called application for surplus 
property ? A. T filled that out. [25] 
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Q. On September 20, 1946? Was Lantis with 


you at that time? A. That’s right. 
Q. And then this whole thing was filled out at 
that time, was it not? A. That’s right. 


Q. And there is one jeep, $325, note on there, is 
there not? 

A. That wasn’t on there at that time. I didn’t 
put that there. 

Q@. You mean that was not on the application 
at that time? 

A. I didn’t put that there. I put this 2 here. I 
didn’t put the jeep down. 

Q@. Wasn’t that scratched off at that time and 
the jeep filled in there at that time? 

A. I don’t know. 

Q. Was Lantis with you at this time that you 
went down with this application ? 

A. That’s right. 

Q. It’s all in your handwriting, isn’t it? 

A. That’s right. 

Q. All right. I call your attention to this so- 
called purchase order application, dated—or veter- 
an’s purchase order—dated 9/20, being U. S. Ex- 
hibit 2. Is that the [26] purchase order covering the 
same jeep? 

A. I don’t know because when I filled that out 
these names wasn’t on there. 

Q. I see. Do I understand that after you got 
this original application or filed it, Exhibit No. 1, 
that you finally received a notification from the sur- 
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plus property office to the effect that they had a 
car for you or a jeep for you, is that correct? 

A. Waiting to pick it up, you mean? 

@. Had one ready for you? 

A. That’s tight. 

Q. Well, what was—is that when you went down 
to sign this purchase order ? A. INO, sir. 

Q. Well, did you sign that purchase order before 
or after you were notified by the purplus property 
office ? A. Before. 

Q. Before? In other words, you went down. 
Did you sign this purchase order at the same time 
that you signed this application ? A. No, sir. 

Q. Well, they are both dated—no, one is dated 
11/12. I see. Then this here, U. 8. Exhibit 2, this 
purchase order was signed by you before you re- 
ceived notification that there was a jeep ready for 
you, is that right? [27] A. That’s right. 

Q. I call your attention again to that and ask 
you if you wish to clarify your testimony? That is 
dated November 11, 1948, some very few days before 
you finally got delivery of the Jeep. 

Mr. Hoddick: 1946. 

Mr. Ridley: 1946 

Q. Just a few days before you got delivery of 
the jeep, according to your own testimony. Now, 
does that refresh your recollection? Was that be- 
fore or afterwards? 

A. TI think I signed this before they called me 
down. 
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Q. Do you know whether you signed it before or 

after ? A. I am pretty sure. 

Was that $325 on there in red? 

They had no writing on here. 

No writing on there? 

I just signed my signature on that. 

Well, you went down finally, did you not, and 
signed this so-called notice of sale? 

A. Yes, that’s my signature. 

Q. All right. That is a notice of sale. That 
covers the specific jeep in question, does it not? 

A. Yes. 

Q. All right. That is dated November 13, 1946, 
and this one here, this purchase order, is dated 
November 12. [28] Does that refresh your recollec- 
tion as to when you went down? 

A. J don’t know what you are getting at. 

Q. Well, it is the day after that that you got the 
jeep, isn’t it? 

A. Well, I didn’t care what he got. When we 
went down he told me he was going to get a jeep. 
But I didn’t care. 

Q. Listen, isn’t it true that you wanted a jeep? 

As Mo, sir. 

Q. To work and use to run around in while you 
were working for Lantis Motors, Limited ? 


OPOPD 


Nox Sur. 

Are you sure that is not a fact? 

Yes, [ am sure. 

So that you would go to and from work and 


ire 
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also to go out and pick up parts and things of that 
nature, isn’t that true? A. No, sir. 

Q. Isn’t it true, as a matter of fact, that Lantis 
never even heard about the particular jeep in ques- 
tion until after you brought it back to the shop? 

A. That I don’t know, because I didn’t fill out 
those numbers here, what it says here. 

@. Well, when did Lantis first find out about it, 
about this particular jeep ? [29] 

A. That I don’t know. Every time he tells me 
to go down, I’d go down with him. That’s all. 

@. How many times did you go down to the 


office with him? A. Twice. 

Q. You went down on three occasions, did you 
not? A. No, I didn’t. 

Q. Only twice? A. Only twice. 

Q. And you signed up these three separate docu- 
ments on two occasions? A. Three occasions. 


Q. Well, which is it, two or three? 

A. Three. I signed this one down 

Myr. Hoddick: Mr. Ridley, excuse me. To keep 
the conclusions from his testimony straight, he said 
he signed the second document, the purchase order, 
at Lantis Motors. 

Mr. Ridley: That is his testimony, Mr. Prose- 
eutor. If your Honor please, this is cross-examina- 


tion. 

Mr. Hoddick: That’s right, but I don’t like to 
have you confusing the witness and leading him 
all around Robinson’s barn. 
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Mr. Ridley: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Ridley): Where did vou sign this 
purchase order? [30] A. Beretania Motors. 

Q. Beretania Motors? And you signed that on 
November 12th? 

A. It must be. I don’t remember. 

Q. And that is the day before you went down 


and got this notice of sale? - A. Vou. 

Q. Well. wasn’t this 2325 jeep noted on this 
thing at the time? A. No, air. 

Q. That wasn't on there? A. Noa. 


Q. In other words, rou went down and had a 
complete notice of sale all made out for the follow- 
ing day and ready to pick up the jeep without even 
having any reference to the jeep the day before, is 
that correct? A. I guess so. I don’t know. 

Q. Well. do you have any recollection as to what 
actually occurred? Do you remember what did 
occur ? 

A. What he told me was, sign this, and after 
that I went down here. He gave me the $325 and 
I gave the fellow $325. 

Q. Didn't he give you the $325 so that you could 
buy yourself a jeep? Didn't he loan it to you? 

A. He didn't loan it to me. I was buying it 
for him. [31] 

Q. Isn't it true, as a matter of fact, that he 
loaned vou the $325? A. He did not lend me. 

A. All right. J will call vour attention to one 
further question. When the Jeep came back 


you 
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brought the jeep into Lantis Motors, Limited, your- 


self ? A. Three of us. 
Q. In Lantis Motors, Limited, down on 800 
Beretania Street? A. Yes, sir. 


Q. That was a Hawaiian corporation, wasn’t it? 

A. I don’t know. y 

Q. Of which Mr. Lantis was president at the 
time? 

A. I don’t know. I was working for Mr. Lantis. 
That’s all I know. 

Q. Well, it was down at 800 Beretania Street? 

A. That’s right. 

Q. And that’s where you brought the car or the 
jeep? A. I took it in the shop, yes. 

Q. And you had to tow 1t down there through- 
out? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And didn’t you have a conversation with My. 
Lantis at that time when you brought the jeep in 
as to how come you purchased a wreck like that? 

A. No, sir. [82] 

Q. You never had any conversation to that 
effect ? A. No, sir. 

Q. Didn’t Mr. Lantis at that time tell you vou 
were foolish or crazy to buy such a wreck? 

A. I didn’t buy it. He bought it. 

Q. Well, didn’t Mr. Lantis tell you to that 
effect ? A. No, he didn’t tell me nothing. 

Q. And didn’t he tell you at that time that it 
wasn’t worth the price that you paid for it? 

A. He didn’t tell me nothing. 
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Q. He didn’t tell you anything about that? 

A. No. 

Q. Try to refresh your recollection a_ little 
further. Didn’t you tell Mr. Lantis at the time that 
the reason you wanted it, even though it wasn’t 
worth it, was because you thought you could repair 
it on your own time in Lantis Motors? 

A. I didn’t buy it for myself. I wasn’t going 
to use it.for myself. I didn’t care what he bought. 

Q. Do you mean to tell me that Mr. Lantis and 
yourself purchased this jeep sight unseen, is that 
the way it happened ? 

A. Well, he was a pretty good friend of mine 
and I did that as a favor. 

Q. Purchased him a jeep wreck, isn’t that cor- 


rect? A. That’s right. 
Q. This thing wouldn’t even run for three 
months, [33] would it? A.. It wasn’t running. 


Q. It wouldn’t even run? How did you get it 
down to the Treasurer’s Office for weight purposes 
in order to get weighed in so that you could get a 
certificate of title? 

A. That I don’t know. I didn’t take it down. 

Q. As a matter of fact, that jeep was laid up 
and you worked on it for three months? 

A. I don’t know how long. 

Q. Well, you worked on it for approximately 
three months, didn’t you? 

A. Let’s say three months. I don’t know. 

@. Well, was it more than three months? 
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A. It wouldn’t take that long to fix any kind 
of ‘a car. 

Q. What was wrong with it? 

A. It was frozen, I think. 

Q. And it was a 1941 Willys, wasn’t it? 

A. That’s what it says there. 

Q. That’s right. And that was one of the worst 
jeeps ever put out as far as value is concerned ? 

A. I don’t know. It’s pretty old. 

@. It was an old one? A. Yes. 

@. And did you have any discussion about re- 
pairing [84] it with Mr. Lantis? 

A No, I’d repair anything he’d tell me. 

@. Well, how long did it take you before you 
had it repaired? A. I can’t tell. 

Q. But it did take you several months, isn’t 
that correct? 

A. That I can’t tell you either. There are a few 
of them there. 

Q. Did you ever get the car finally repaired as 
a mechanic? 

A. All of them got repaired finally. 

@. Did you ever drive the car after you repaired 
it? 

Mr. Hoddick: Pardon me, Counsel. I’d like vou 
to frame your questions so we will know which car 
you are talking about. The witness testified to 
bringing back three jeeps. 

Mr. Ridley: I am talking about the particular 
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jeep in question, which is the only one before your 
Honor that is being considered. 

Mr. Hoddick: There is no showing that the one 
he worked on in the shop is the one that he brought 
back from the—— 

Mr. Ridley: I will clear that up. 

Q. You are referring to this jeep that is covered 
by these various exhibits, which you say you worked 
on and repaired ? [35] 

A. I worked on all of them. I can’t point out 
the particular one. 

Q. You worked on that particular jeep, did you 
not? 

A. I must have because I worked on all of them. 

Q. Is that the only basis of your testimony, that 
you worked on it, is that you must have because 
you worked on all of them? 

A. Because I can’t pick out the particular one. 

Q. Did you ever, do you remember working on 
that particular jeep? 

A. Yes, I worked on that jeep. 

Q. You remember now to the effect that it was 
frozen, don’t you? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. The engine was frozen? 

A. Three of them were frozen. 

Q. And the engine on that particular one was 


frozen ? mA Yay Sir. 
Q. You remember that it was a 1941 Willys, 
don’t you? 


A. Now I do because the paper says it. 
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Q Now you remember? Otherwise you don’t 
have any recollection of the transaction, is that 
right ? A. That’s right. 

@. Well, do you have any recollection as to 
how you came to purchase this vehicle or this jeep, 
this particular [386] jeep? 

A. I didn’t do no purchasing like that. He went 
down and picked it out himself. 

Q. You mean he went down and picked out an 
old jeep himself ahead of time? 

A. That’s right. 

(. Where did he go to pick out this jeep? 

A. That I don’t know. I didn’t go with him. 

Q. Well, how do you know he went down to 
pick it out? A. He must have. Who else? 

Q. In other words, you are just assuming that 
he went down, is that correct? 

A. It must have been him. 

Q. You mean to say that you think now that 
Mr. Lantis went down and picked that out, that 
old wreck jeep, for $329? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. At the time that jeep came in into Lantis, it 
wasn’t worth half of that? 

A. They were selling all at that particular price. 

Mr. Hoddick: I move that the answer be stricken, 
whatever it was. 

Mr. Ridley: No objection, if your Honor please. 

The Court: I got the question. All right. You 
are both in agreement. It may be stricken. 

@. Now, then, you finally left Lantis Motors, 
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Limited, [87] around April or May somewhere or 
half of June in 1947? That’s about five or six 
months after this so-called jeep purchase ? 

A. No, sir. I kept on working there but not 
for him. 

Q. How long did you work for Lantis Motors? 

A. About a year. 

Q. About a year? A. That’s right. 

Q. Were you there on September 9th? Were 
you there in September when the firm closed down? 

A. One year. 

Q. Do you remember, as a matter of fact, that 
Mr. Jack Russell and one Mr. Cyles on September 
19th, to refresh your recollection,—— 

A. Yes, I worked for him. 

Q. finally severed their connections on Sep- 
tember 19, 1947, from Lantis Motors, Limited? 

- A. Yes. 
Q. Then they reopened the place under their own 


names, Beretania Motors? A. lJithat’s arivaht. 
Q. Were you working at that time for Mr. 
Russell and Mr. Cyles? A. That’s right. 


Q. Now, asa matter of fact, Mr. Lantis was there 
during the early part of the year 1947, was he not? 

A. That’s right. 

Q. And around about the end of April, 1947, 
or the early part of May, he turned over the business 
to Mr. Cyles and Mr. Russell to run, didn’t he? 

i. “T quiess so. 

Q. Well, you know that following that, two or 
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three months following that, that Mr. Russell and 
Mr. Lantis and Mr. Cyles had a falling out and that 
they started suing one another, you know about that, 
don’t you? A. Yes, sir. 

@. And wasn’t it about July, after they were 
having this altercation, the three of them as stock- 
holders, that you finally went down to Mr.: Lantis 
and gave him not only the white slip to the car but 
signed off under date of July 15th so he could take 
that ear back into his own name, or take it into his 
own name? 

A. Like I said, the only time I knew that the 
car was under my name yet—the police officer 
handed me a subpoena over in my place. Then the 
next day I approached him and I told him, I 
thought you said that the car was vours; it’s still 
under my name. He said he will have that fixed; 
he was too busy; he didn’t have time. So a couple 
of days after that I had another subpoena, and I 
went back to him. I was pretty mad about it. I 
didn’t use the jeep. Why should I have the ticket 
under my name? [39] 

Q. Isn’t it a fact that Mr. Lantis takes care of 
all subpoenas for his employees down at the police 
department, no matter whose car they were driving 
during the time that you worked for them? 

Mr. Hoddick: Objection. That calls for a con- 
clusion on the part of the witness. Objection. He 
can’t know, as a matter of fact, what Mr. Lantis 
did as to other employees. | 
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Mr. Ridley: I think he is familiar with that. I 
will withdraw the question. 

Q. <Aren’t you familiar with the fact that My. 
Lantis did take care of all subpoenas for traffic 
violations for his employees down there? 

Mr. Hoddick: Objection. 

A. I don’t know. 

Mr. Hoddick: Objection again. He can testify 
as to particular subpoenas he has knowledge of. 

Mr. Ridley: I will submit to vour Honor’s ruling. 

The Court: The witness answered. He said he 
didn’t know. 

@:. (By Mr. Ridley): Now, then, isn’t it true 
that it wasn’t until July, now that you refreshed 
your recollection, the 15th, 1947, that you finally 
transferred the ownership absolutely to Mr. Lantis? 

A. I don’t remember no dates. [40] 

Q. Well, you don’t remember any date in spite 
of that certificate of ownership? 

A. I don’t remember when I signed that. I 
know I signed it over to him. 

Q. All right. I will ask you one further ques- 
tion in that connection. Isn’t it true that after you 
went down on December 2nd and got your original 
certificate, the two original certificates before, that 
it when you first got it in your name, and after vou 
signed off and got it registered in both of your 
names, that is, signed off on the original, both of 
our names as owner on December 2nd, isn’t it true 
that vou later received a white registration slip from 
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the City and County of Honolulu, Treasurer’s 
Office ? A. Ixdhdn’t. 

Q. Wasn’t that mailed to you some time later? 

A. I don’t remember. 

Q. Isn’t it true that you didn’t, that you weren’t 
able to dig up that slip until July 15th, 1947, when 
you finally signed off the whole ownership of that 
jeep to Mr. Lantis? 

A. I didn’t get you then. 

@. Well, when you finally signed off to Mr. 
Lantis the legal ownership, that was some six or 
eight months after the original transaction, wasn’t 
it? You don’t deny that, do vou? [41] 

A. Ican’t say. 

Q. O.K. Isn’t it true at that time that you 
finally produced the white registration certificate 
you had in your possession for a number of months 
previous ? 

A. I didn’t have the white slip. 

Q. You didn’t? You deny that? 

A. That’s right. J didn’t have it. 

Q. All right. J will ask you if it isn’t true that 
at the time that you signed over the legal ownership 
to Mr. Lantis he finally got a hold of you and made 
demand on you, or just prior to that, he got a hold 
of you and made demand not only for the $325 that 
you owed him but also the amount of the bill that 
you had with Lantis Motors, Limited, isn’t that 
true ? 

A. No, sir. I didn’t pay him for no repair bill. 
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Q. I understand that. But isn’t it a fact that 
he got a hold of you before you signed off and 
made demand upon you not only for $325 but also a 
eertain bill that you owed Lantis Motors, Limited? 

A. No, sir. I didn’t owe him no money. 

Q. And isn’t it true, as a matter of fact, that 
you finally agreed, because you couldn’t raise the 
money yourself, that you finally offered to transfer 
the jeep to Mr. Lantis’s satisfaction of these two 
indebtednesses ? 

A. We didn’t talk nothing of the sort. [42] 

@. And yet you had no recollection when any of 
these transactions occurred ? : 

&. “That's Tight. 

Q. This is the only transaction that was in- 
volved, this one jeep that you ever were involved 
ins Heth ait? A. Yes. 

@. Now, one or two more questions. Mr. Rus- 
sell took over the management of Lantis Motors, 
Limited, at 800 Beretania Street, right after, about 
May of 1947, did he not? 

A. I don’t remember the date. Right after. He 
didn’t have control, I know. 

Q. Right after? That is the time that they were 
trying to settle up the affairs of the concern? 

im Wes: 

Q. You remember that? That was during the 
summer or almost in the summertime ? 

A. I don’t remember the dates. 

The Court: Which Jack Russell is this? 

Mr. Ridley: Which, if your Honor please? 
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The Court: Which Jack Russell is it you are 
talking about? | 

Mr. Ridley: One Jack Russell. That’s about all 
I can describe him by, if your Honor please. It 
is not the lawyer, if that is what your Honor is re- 
ferring to. He is just an individual by that name. 

@. He was at the time a stockholder in Lantis 
Motors, Limited, or do you know that? 

A. I don’t know. 

@. Well, he was the man managing after Mr. 
Lantis left? A. That’s nght. 

Q. Now, isn’t it true that after Mr. Russell and 
Mr. Cyles in September both quit the concern and 
opened up their own place—you remember that 
much A. Both of them quit. 

A didn’t they both quit and open up their 
own place under the name of Beretania Motors? 

A. That’s after Lantis left. 


@. I mean after Lantis left. A. Yes. 
Q. You remember that? And you continued to 
work for them, did you not? A. Yes. 


Q. All right. The following year, in 1948, there 
was a fire that occurred out there, wasn’t there? 

&. That's Tight. 

Q. And isn’t it true that 

Mr. Hoddick: Objection. Can I have some offer 
of proof on this? I think we are going pretty far 
afield, a fire in 1948, and changed management in 
the latter part of ’47. What does this have to do 
with the instant case? [44] 
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Mr. Ridley: Well, you can move to strike it. 

Mr. Hoddick: Well, I object to the question. I 
suggest that vou make an offer of proof if you con- 
sider it material and relevant. 

Mr. Ridley: I don’t see any necessity, if your 
Honor please, of going into that extent. 

The Court: But that is true about making an 
offer of proof. I can’t see where this is cross- 
examination. 

Mr. Ridley: Well, that, of course, if your Honor 
please, wasn’t the ground of the objection. 

The Court: What? 

Mr. Ridley: That wasn’t the ground of the ob- 
jection, if your Honor please. 

The Court: Well, I know, but then I don’t care 
to listen to something that as far as I can see has 
no relevancy. 

Mr. Ridley: Well, I will withdraw the question. 
I have one or two more questions. 

Q. When was the first time that you finally were 
contacted about this matter by the F.B.1.? 

A. This was right after the police officer handed 
me the subpoena; Mr. Newberg came to the shop 
and talked to me about it. 

Q. Of the F.B.1.? A. That’s right. 

Q. And when was that? What year? [45] 

A. I don’t remember what vear. Some time 
after that. 

Q. Was it before you transferred the car to Mr. 
Lantis in 1947? A. It was after that. 
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Q. Oh, after that? A. Yes. 

Q. Well, do you have any recollection when it 
was? 

Mr. Hoddick: I will object to a continuation 
of the questions as to the investigation that was 
made in the matter. JI don’t think that is material 
or relevant. 

Mr. Ridley: If your Honor please, it goes to 
the credibility of the witness, as to how come this 
story was never told until some two years later. 

The Court: Go ahead. 

Q. It was only here last year, isn’t that true, 
about six months or eight months ago or maybe 
nine months ago that you were finally contacted 
about this case? As That’s right. 

Q. And isn’t it true that Mr. Jack Russell over 
in 800 Beretania, Beretania Motors, whom you 
formerly worked for, told you to go down and tell 
the F.B.I. about this? A. No, sir. 

Q. That is not true? 

A, Thatesgnotaume: 

Q. Didn’t he threaten, if you didn’t go down 
there [46] and tell about this, that he’d see that 
criminal prosecution was taken against you in con- 
nection with that fire that occurred there in 1948? 

A. We.dadinot. 

Q. Are you sure about that? 

A. f am positive: 

Q. How did vou happen to go down to the 
Haisel.% A. I did not go down. 
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Q. And you mean to say they did not contact 
you until almost two years after this thing oc- 
curred ? a that’s right. 

Q. Did you discuss the matter with Jack Rus- 
sell? 

A. No, sir. I had nothing to do with the jeep. 

Q. You know, as a matter of fact, that Jack 
Russell reported this and asked you to go down 
to report as a witness? 

A. He did not talk to me about it. 

Mr. Ridley: That’s all, if your Honor please. 

The Court: We will take a recess. 


(A recess was taken at 10:30 a.m.) 


After Recess 


Redirect Examination 
By Mr. Hoddick: 
@. Mr. Abreu, at the time that the jeep was 
purchased from surplus property office, did you 
have a car? A. Yes, sir. [47] 


@. What kind of a car was it? 

A. 732 Ford Roadster. 

@. Was it in running condition? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q@. You used it every day? A. Wes, sir. 
Q. 


Did you ever see this jeep or any of the 
jeeps that you picked up at Iroquois Point before 
the day you went down there for them? 

Ay * 0, @rr. 
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Q. You testified on cross-examination that a 
Mr. Lantis left the business in May of 1947. 

A. 1947, I don’t know the month. 

Q. Well, could you give us an approximate date 
on it? 

The Court: Well, what is the materiality of 
that? 

Myr. Hoddick: Your Honor, I am endeavoring 
to fix the time when the witness placed his signature 
on the transfer of the equitable interest in the 
jeep. 

The Court: Well, aren’t the papers dated? 

Mr. Hoddick: But there is no reason to suppose 
that the signature was placed on the certificate at 
the time of the date stamped. 

The Court: All right. 

Q. Now, I ask you if you knew approximately 
when Mr. Lantis left the business there in Bere- 
tania Street? [48] A. That J can’t say. 

Q. I didn’t hear your answer. 

A. Iean’t say that. I don’t remember. 

Q. Did you sign both of these exhibits, U. 8. 
B-2 and U.S. B-8, at the same time? 

A. I don’t remember. 

Q. You remember signing them both, though? 
At least, that is your signature? 

A. I don’t remember signing them both. As I 
said, I only went down to the City Hall once. 

Q. Well, did you at any time other than the 
time that you went to the City Hall sign any papers 
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concerned with the registration of the jeep, either 
at Lantis Motors, at your home, or anywhere else? 
A. I don’t remember. 
Mr. Hoddick: No further questions. 


Recross-Examination 
By Mr. Ridley: 

@. You knew you had to sign off some time 
after the first transaction because the jeep was 
registered in your name? A. That’s right. 

Q. So it was six or eight months after you 
finally signed off, isn’t that correct? 

A. That’s what the paper said. [49] 

Q. I understand that. But according to your 
recollection, isn’t that true? 

A. Wi, must be true. 

Q. You had a couple of subpoenas, according to 
you, on account of the fact that the car was in your 
name, isn’t that true?: A. That’s right. 

' Q. And that was several months after this orig- 
inal transaction, wasn’t it? 

A. That’s right. 

Q. So therefore it must have been after you 
got those subpoenas that you finally signed over 
completely, isn’t that correct? 

A. That I don’t remember, signing the thing off 
to him. 

Q. Oh, vou don’t have any recollection of ever 
signing it off? A. No. 

Mr. Ridley: That’s all. 
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The Court: All right. Call the next witness. 


(Witness excused.) 


Mr. Hoddick: ‘Those are all the witnesses for 
the Government, your Honor. 

The Court: All right. The Government rests? 

Mr. Hoddick: The Government rests. [50] 

The Court: All right. Proceed. 


ROBERT NELSON LANTIS 


a witness in his own behalf, being duly sworn, testi- 
fied as follows: 


Direct Examination 
By Mr. Ridley: 

@. State your full name. 

A. Robert Nelson Lantis. 

Q. And you are the defendant in this case? 

A. Yes. 

Q. You reside here in Honolulu, City and 
County of Honolulu, Territory of Hawaii? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Back in 1946 or the latter part thereof, were 
you connected with the Lantis Motors, Limited? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Was that a Hawaiian corporation? 

A. Yes. 

Q. And do you have any recollection as to when 
that corporation started to do business or when it 
was organized ? 

A. Around the first of August, 1946. 
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Q. Iam talking about when it was incorporated. 

A. July. 

Q. July? A. 746. [51] 

Q. Is that when vou first decided to go into 
business or when the articles of incorporation were 
filed, Mr. Lantis? 

A. We opened up in July. The corporation was 
filed—I couldn’t say that. It was later. 

Q. About a month later, isn’t that true? 

A. About a month maybe before we got the 
seal. 

Q. Well, just to refresh your recollection, isn’t 
it true that it was about September Ist or there- 
abouts that the corporation papers were organized ? 

A. Yes. 

Q. And prior to that time what business were 
you engaged in? A. Used car business. 

@. And where was that used car business lo- 
cated? A. 1982 Kalakaua Avenue. 

Q. And is that the same place where Lantis 
Motors, Limited, was opened up? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Where was that opened up? 

A. 800 South Beretania. 

Q. And that Maluhia U-Drive, 1982 Kalakaua, 
that’s out in Waikiki, is it not? A. Yes. 

Q. And do you have any recollection of Mr. 
Abreu here working for Lantis Motors, Limited ? 

A. Yes. 


78 Robert Nelson Lantts vs. 


(Testimony of Robert Nelson Lantis.) 

Q. And do you recall approximately when he 
came to work for Lantis Motors, Limited? 

A. It must have been about September. 


Q. Of 1946? A. 1946. 
Q. That was, then, right after the corporation 
was organized ? A. It was just started. 


Q. And at that time or after the corporation 
was organized, during the time of its incorporation, . 
what was your official capacity in the corporation ? 

A. President, treasurer. 

@. And were there any other officers? 

A. Yes, we had the regular officers, secretary 
and vice-president. | 

Q. Who was the vice-president and secretary ? 

A. Jack Russell. 

Mr. Hoddick: I object. I think we are going 
too far afield there. We are not interested in the 
corporate structure of the Lantis Motors, Limited. 
It is immaterial and irrelevant. 

Mr. Ridley: This is just preliminary, your 
Honor, to lay the background for the witness’ 
recollection and to fix the time. That’s all. [53] 

The Court: Go ahead. 

Q. Now, then, do you recall how long Mr. Abreu 
worked for the corporation ? 

A. Approximately six months. 

Q. Do you of your own knowledge have any 
idea as to when he terminated his employment with 
the corporation ? 

A. He left some time in May, I think it was. 
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Q. Well, were vou present at the time that his 


employment was terminated ? A. Yes. 
Q. And at that time in May were you still con- 
nected with the corporation? A. Yes. 


Q. And from there on—May, 1947?—and from 
there on did you continue to be connected with the 
corporation ? _ A. We were—— 

Q. Directly, I mean. A. Yes. 

Q. Well, you mean to say from May to the sum- 
mer, until the corporation closed, you were directly 
connected with them? 

A. We were: in negotiation with two other 
parties. 

@. Who ran the business there at the time of 
Mr. Abreu’s termination ? 

A. Mr. Russell and Mr. Cyles took over. [54] 

@. When did you actually terminate vour man- 
agement of that business out there, approximately ? 

A. Around the same time, in June, May or June. 

Q. Isee. So that between the time the corpora- 
tion was organized up until the time that, up until 
May or June, you were the president and manager 
of the corporation, is that correct? x. Wes. 

@. And as president and manager of the cor- 
poration you ran the business, is that correct? 

A. We ran it, a corporation, yes. 

Q. And it was about the same time that you 
left that Ma. Abreu left, as I understand your testi- 
mony ? A. Yes. 
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Q. All right. Now, do you recollect the transac- 
tion involving this jeep in the present case? 

A. - Yes. 

Q@. When did you, what was your first connec- 
tion with the actual obtaining of that jeep? When 
did that take place and under what circumstances ? 

A. Well, he started to work a short time when 
he came to me and told me he had a number to buy 
surplus vehicles. And I said, well, that doesn’t in- 
volve mein any way. Well, he said, I’d like to have 
it and would you make me a loan to buy it? And 
he was a pretty good mechanic. ‘I kind of liked 
him. And I thought, well, told him he could work 
out the debt to me. I’d take it out of his wages 
some way through the company. So when the num- 
ber come up, why, he came up with the papers, 
showed me what he was going to get. It was either 
a jeep or a truck. And it turned out when he 
brought it into the company it was a jeep. It was 
the first time I had seen it. 

Q. Now, I call your attention to this document 
here, U. S. Exhibit No. 1, purporting to be the 
original application by Mr. Abreu for surplus prop- 
erty. Did you ever see that document before? 

A. Not that one. 

@. Did you ever go down to the surplus office 
with My. Abreu when that document was signed? 
Look at it. (Showing exhibit to the witness. ) 

A. No, I never went down there once. 

Q. I eall vour attention to another document, 


United States of America 81 


(Testimony of Robert Nelson Lantis.) 

dated November 12, 1946, purporting to be a vet- 
eran’s purchase order. Did you ever see that docu- 
ment before ? 

A. Yes. That’s the one he brought back from 
the surplus office and showed me that he was get- 
ting a jeep, that he would secure a loan through 
that. 

Q. Was all that writing there at the time he 
brought it back to you? A. Yes. [56] 

Q. And where did he show that to you? 

A. In the office of Lantis Motors. 

Q. Did you have anything to do with the filling 
of this thing out? 

A. No, I didn’t. It is none of my writing out 
there. It was all filled out when he brought it. 

Q. Was the $325 noted on there? 

A. Yes, that was the amount he wanted. 

Q. I see. Well, did you at any time agree to 
loan him the $325 so he could purchase this jeep? 

A. I promised him if he worked good I would 
make him the Joan. If I done as registered owner— 

Q. Following the loan, U. 8. Exhibit 2, did you 
in facet loan him the $3252 

A. Repeat that. 

Q. Did you in fact loan him this $325, and if 
so, when? 

A. At the time when he went down to pay for 
the jeep I loaned him the $325. 

Q. Was that before or after? 
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A. Oh, this? With this on it? When he showed 
me what the amount would be. 

Q. You are familiar with veteran’s priorities? 

A. "No, L anim not. 

Q. Well, are you familiar with purchases from 
the [57] surplus property office ? 

A. No, Iam not. I am not a veteran so I don’t 
know. 

Q. Well, are you yourself familiar with the pur- 
chases over there with the surplus property office 
as to how you go about it and who you see and 
everything of that nature? A. No, I am not. 

@. Have you ever made any purchases from 
the surplus property office through other parties 
than yourself ? A. Prior to this, no. 

Q. Well, have you since that time? 

A. Yes. 

Q. And who have you made your purchases 
from? A. Through veterans dealers. 

Q. And now, calling your attention to U.S. Ex- 
hibit No. 3, did you ever see that document or a 
signed copy thereof? 

A. Isaw it when he brought the jeep in. That’s 
when he got the money 

Q. Did you go down with Mr. Abreu to the 
surplus property office when this thing was signed 
and filled out? A. No. 

Q. Now, then, did you ever go out—withdraw 
that. You stated that a jeep was in fact purchased 
and you loaned the $325? A. Yes. [58] 
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Q. All right. When was it that you first saw 
that jeep ?. 

A. A few days after he showed me the purchase 
order and I loaned him the money. 

Q. And what happened then? Where did you 
see him? 

A. He brought it into the garage. 

Q. What condition was it in? 

A. Bad shape. It didn’t run. ‘Two front 
wheels were gone, if I remember correctly. No top. 

Q. Had you been in the business of selling used 
cars prior to that time? A. Used ears. 

Q. How long prior to that time had you been 
engaged in that business? 

A. Well, here about a year. 

Q. Were you familiar with the prices of used 
cars and jeeps, and so forth, during about around 
that period of time? A. Yes. 

Q. As to what you could get for them? Well, 
from your recollection as to the condition of that 
jeep, what was its market value at the time it was 
brought to Lantis Motors, Limited ? 

A. Well, all I could’ see was good was parts, 
about $150. The motor was no good. [59] 

Q. Did you have any discussion with Mr. Abreu 
relative to that purchase of that jeep after he came 
back to the office of Lantis Motors, Limited 2 

A. Well, I was disappointed in his judgment. 
I told him, how do you expect to get it to run? 
You’d lose money on the deal. 
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Q. What did he say, if anything? 

A. Well, he said, leave it up to me; I ean fix 
anything. Well, I had a lot of faith in him and 
thought he could. 

@. Well, was anything done relative to registra- 
tion of that jeep with the City and County Treas- 
urer’s Office ? 

A. Yes. I’d say a few, or maybe a week or so 
later, why, we had to get it weighed, so it was sent 
down. I think he took it down with some of the 
boys in the garage to get it weighed, if I remember. 
I don’t know who took it down. And he brought 
the weight slips back. And he and I together went 
down to the City and County. 

Q. I see. And ealling your attention to Ex- 
hibit 4-A, 4-B and 4-C, and No. 5 for the U. S. 
Government, were any of these documents involved 
in the registration of that car at that time? 

A. This was the document to show that he had 
purchased the Jeep. 

Q. And you are referring now to plaintifft’s or 
U. S. [60] Exhibit No. 5, is that correct? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Is that what you took down to the City and 
County Treasurer’s Office with Mr. Abreu? 

A. That’s all we had. 

Q. All right. And did you have the car regis- 
tered down there when you took it down? 

A. Yes. 

Q. In whose name was it registered ? 
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A. It was registered in his name. 

Q. And was there any immediate registration 
thereafter with yourself and his name, both? 

A. Right at that time I went on as legal owner 
to secure the loan. I told him I’d have to do that. 

Q. And calling your attention to Exhibit 4-C, 
is that the first registration in his name? 

A. Yes, that is the first one. 

@. And did he at that time sign off and you 
signed on, sign off as legal owner and you signed 
off as registered owner? 

A. Yes, we did it right there. 

@. And was it immediately thereafter that you 
got Exhibit No. 4-B where you registered as legal 
owner and Mr. Abreu registered as the registered 
owner ? 

A. Yes, right there they gave the white and yel- 
low— [61] they gave the white to him and I took 
the yellow for my record. 

And where was the jeep at that time? 

It was up in the garage. 

And was it in running condition? 

No. 

Well, did it ever get into running condition ? 
About three to four months later. 

And who fixed it? 

Well, it was fixed there in the garage by 
mechanic Mr. Abreu. 

@. And when you say the garage, whom did the 
garage belong to? A. Lantis Motors. 
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Q. That’s Lantis Motors, Limited, a Hawaiian 
corporation ? A. Yes, sir. 

@. And do you remember, do you recall approxi- 
mately the date that it was fixed up, what time, or 
approximately ? 

A. The first time it was fixed was about the time 
when he left, around in May. 

Q. Was it fixed at that time? 

A. Approximately. It broke down every time 
he got it fixed. Something was wrong with it. 

Q@. You mean it was fixed before and broke 
down? [62] Nig Bice 

Q. When it was fixed, who operated this par- 
ticular jeep? Who operated it when it was fixed ? 

A. Well, he used it to run parts in, to go home 
at night. 

Q. Now, then, on May 7th you said you left—not 
May 7th—around the month of May or June you 
left Lantis Motors, Limited, on account of the dis- 
pute with the stockholders? 

A. That’s right. 

Q. Where did you go over from there? 

A. Over to the U-Drive. 

Q. At that time Mr. Russell took over the man- 
agement and you went over and managed your own 
personal business, is that correct? De YW es isit. 

Q. Now, all right. At that time did you take 
any of your stuff, parts or personal property, away 
from Lantis Motors, Limited, over to where you 
had your personal business? 
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A. Yes, we took some of the cars, plus I took 
this jeep over there. 

Q. And you took the jeep over at that time? 

A. It was still under repair; something else 
wrong. 

Q. How did you happen to take that jeep over 
at that time? 

A. Well, they wanted to sort of clear over the 
garage, [63] this new organization which we had 
would start fresh in there. 

Q. And was the jeep at that time in running 
condition ? A. No. 

Q. And thereafter did you do anything in ref- 
erence to the jeep? 

A. Well, I tried to repair it. We had to get a 
new clutch for it. In the meantime I tried to get 
a hold of Mr. Abreu who had quit previously, tried 
to get some of the money out of it or else transfer 
it over to myself, whatever he wanted to do. I 
wanted to see what he would do about the jeep. 

Q. Well, did you ever finally get a hold of him 
relative to collecting your loan? 

A. About the latter part of June I ran across 
him. 

Q. And where was that? 

A. Coming out of Beretania Motors where he 
had gone back to work for this company. 

Q. Did you make demands for the money? 

A. Yes. 

@. What did he say, if anything? 
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A. He said he couldn’t pay it; you just keep the 
jeep and eall it square. 

Q. And what happened as a result of that state- 
ment on his part? Did you take over the jeep? 

A. He went over to the U-Drive where I had 
the title [64] and he signed it over to the U-Drive 
in my place. 

Q. And when you are saying about signing over, 
you mean he signed off on the back of U. S. Exhibit 
No. 4 here? Just look at this one, U. 8. Exhibit 
No. 4. Is that the document you are talking about, 
the certificate of title where you appear as legal 
owner and Abreu appears as registered owner? 

A. That’s the one he signed off. 

Q. And approximately when did you say he 
signed off on that? 

A. Around the first of July. 

Q. And that was in payment of this loan? 

A. Whats Tieht. 

Q. Was there any other money involved besides 
that $325 loan? 

A. Yes, he owed a bill to the previous company, 
Lantis Motors, of around $57. 

Q. And was that considered in this transaction 
of the transfer of the vehicle to you? A. Yes. 

Q. Or was that only, did that only involve the 
$325 ? 

A. Well, that was some of the repairs in an ac- 
cident he had with another vehicle down there that 
we charged him for through the company. 
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Q. Now, then, you recall now approximately 
when it [65] was? I notice there is a date on here, 
July 15th, stamped on here, apparently by the 
Treasurer’s Office. With that date in mind, does 
that refresh your recollection as to approximately 
when Mr. Abreu signed off ? 

A. Yes, it does. 

Q. Transferred the car to you? 

A. I just happened to think about something. 
It must have been within less than ten days be- 
cause you shall go down within a week to ten days 
to change the registration of any vehicle; that’s the 
law. 

Q. So this was some time in within ten days 
prior? A. A week to ten days. 

@. I notice you signed off there or signed off 
there as legal owner and—— 

A. They make out a new registration and make 
me both registered and legal owner. 

Q. And you are on also as the new registered 
owner? You signed on as the new registered 
owner ? 

A. That was on the 15th. 

Q. Isee. Now, then, prior to taking a transfer 
of this car into your own in satisfaction of this 
loan to Mr. Abreu, did you have any discussion as 
to the propriety of that matter, as to whether it 
was legal or valid, with Mr. Abreu? 

A. Well, he told me about, that he had some 
tickets [66] on the vehicle, and T told him, I said, 
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well, they are all taken care-of. I usually take 
care of the boys’ tickets when they were using them; 
specially if they got a parking ticket downtown I 
paid for the parking ticket. So he said, he asked 
if there are any more. I said, not that I now of. 
So to make sure, I had him call up the veterans 
office down at the Ala Moana some place and check 
to see if it was O.K. if he transferred it. 

@. And where did that call take place? 

A. At Maluhia. 

(). And were you present? 

A. I was there. And I later talked to the Vet- 
erans Administration. 

Q. As a result of that conversation, aie he 
called the veterans office, what did he tell you? 

A. He said it was all right. And Mr. Abreu 
even mentioned, he said that he had no use for the 
jeep and he needed the money and he’d like to sell 
it anyway. And I said, well, go ahead. 

Q. All right. Did you talk then to the veterans, 
the surplus property office, on the deal? 

A. The Veterans Administrator. 

Q. And you recall who you talked to down there ? 

A. A Japanese man. I don’t remember his 
name. 

Q. And what did you ask him? [67] 

A. Iasked him if it was all right for me to take 
over this vehicle, and he said yes, even go 

Mr. Hoddick: JI object to whatever he was told 
bv the surplus property officer. We have no way 
of cross-examining him. It is hearsay. 
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Mr. Ridley: If your Honor please—— 

Mr. Hoddick: We can’t test this story that your 
withess—— 

Mr. Ridley: <he can testify as to the fact 
that he called the surplus property office to find out 
whether it was O.K. to transfer it. As a matter of 
fact, that is part of the element in showing good 
faith, if your Honor please, or lack of any possible 
criminal commission in the matter. 

Mr. Hoddick: Then I think Mr. Ridley should 
get hold of the surplus property man and come down 
here, if it was a proper transaction, and you can 
probably get anybody from the surplus to test the 
propriety. 

Mr. Ridley: That isn’t the point. 

The Court: All right. Go ahead. But just keep 
away from too much hearsay. 

Mr. Ridley: All right. 

@. Did you ever go down and inspect or look 
over this jeep at any time, either on behalf of Mr. 
Abreu or anyone else before the jeep was actually 
delivered to your shop? 

A. No, sir, I never saw it before that time. 

@. Have you purchased jeeps subsequent to that 
time? [68] That is, from dealers, and so forth? 

A. You mean before ? 

Q. No, either subsequent or around that time or 
since. A. Since, yes. 

Q. You have had an opportunity to go out and 
inspect them before you buy them? 
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A. I didn’t. They bought them. I bought them 
off them. 


Mr. Ridley: You may cross-examine. 


Cross-Examination 
By Mr. Hoddick: 

@. Myr. Lantis, where is this jeep now, do you 
know ? 

A. No, I don’t. It was sold several months after 
I acquired the registration in July. 

Q. Sold some time in 1947? 

A. Some time. 

Q. How much did you sell it for? 

A. I don’t remember. We sold several cars to- 
eether as a unit; approximately brought back three 
hundred fifty or four hundred dollars. 

Q. The jeep itself did or all three cars together? 

A. Well, it’s hard to say there. I don’t even re- 
member what ears were sold. 

Q. Can you tell us to whom you sold it? 

A. I sold it to this party that was buying them, 
going to some outside island. I don’t know whether 
it was Japan or down one of the other lower islands. 

Q. Do you remember his name? 

A. No, I don’t. 

Q. Do you remember what kind of cars you 
sold him? 

A. I sold him various, several jeeps and I think 
it was another surplus vehicle, command ear. 

Q. By ‘‘several jeeps’’ you mean two jeeps? 
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A. Two jeeps. 

@. And one other vehicle?’ And do you remem- 
ber what the total price was for all three? 

A. No, I don’t. 

@. And you say he said he was going down to 
the Pacific island some place? 

A. That’s right. 

Q. You don’t remember his name? 

A. No. They had an ‘‘ad”’ in the paper when 
he come around. I wanted to get rid of the jeep. 
It was sitting around, no good. 

Q. You never had any other business dealings 
with him? A. No. 

Q. Was the jeep running at the time you sold 
it to him? =. “No, it wasn’t. 

Q. Do you know what was the matter with it? 

A. The clutch went out on it again. 

Q@. Something which would require how much 
in the way of repairs? 

A. Maybe a hundred dollars. 

Q. Do you know what jeeps were selling for in 
1947? 

A. Good ones sold for so much; junk for another 
price. 

@. How much did good ones sell for? 

A. About four, five hundred. 

Q. That was the maximum price you could get 
for a good jeep in 1947? 

A. Approximately around that. I think there 
was some sort of a top price on them—I don’t think 
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there was any time. I don’t know whether it was. 

Q. You say you never went down to Iroquois 
Point when these jeeps were picked up? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. And vou say Abreu left the employ of Lantis 
Motors before you turned over the concern to this 
Russell and the other chap ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. He left your employ, in other words? And 
he later went back to work for Beretania Motors? 
Yes. 

Did you work for Beretania Motors? 

Never. [71] 

And you left there about May of 1947? 

Yes. 

And you say that Abreu came to work for 
you in about the first of September °46? 

A. That’s right. 

Q. Now, just to clear up any confusion in the 
record, I think you also said on direct examination 
that Abreu had worked for you for 26 months? 

A. No, I didn’t. 

Mr. Ridley: Six months. 

Mr. Hoddick: My error. 

@. You were engaged in the U-Drive business 
in Lantis Motors, weren’t you? A. Yes. 

@. And what kind of cars did you use in that 
U-Drive business? 

A. Mostly sedans and convertibles. 

Q. You used some jeeps? A. Never. 

@. Never used any jeeps? A. No. 
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Q. How many jeeps did you have there at Lantis 

Motors ? 

They had one for parts and one other. 

Do you remember what you paid for them? 
No, I don’t. [72] 

You have no idea? 

No, I don’t remember. 

Do you remember where you purchased them? 
They were purchased from veterans dealers. 
Are you familiar with the set of forms which 
veterans had to file with the surplus property office 
in order to obtain surplus property ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Had you ever seen a purchase order before 
you saw the one that has been admitted in evidence 
in this case today ? A. No, sir. 

@. Have you ever seen any since? 

A. No, I haven’t, not of that type. 

@. Have you seen any purchase orders that were 
used by the surplus property office? 

A. Yes, the purchase orders after—we were al- 
lowed as dealers to buy. They gave us purchase 
orders. Any dealer could buy the vehicle in the last 
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year or so. 
Q. And when you submitted the purchase orders 


to the surplus property office, what happened to it? 
That is, when you were ordering a particular tvpe of 
surplus property. 

A. Well, they sent us a bid form, and then, if we 
wanted to bid, we put in the bid we wanted and a 


96 Robert Nelson Lantis vs. 


(Testimony of Robert Nelson Lantis. ) 

purchase order along with it if we got the bid. If 
you got the bid you didn’t get anything. I mean, if 
it was too high you didn’t [73] get anything. 

Q. Now, Mr. Lantis, do I understand correctly 
that Mr. Abreu came and asked you for the $325 at 
the time that he showed you this purchase order? 

“A. This purchase order, this white one here? 

Q. This is the notice of sale. I am talking about 
U.S. Exhibit No. 2. 

A. Thatis the one. That is the one he showed me. 

Q. That’s the time when he asked you for the 
$325 ? A. Yes. 

«. And where did you give him the money ? 

A. In the office there at Lantis Motors. 

Q. You never went down to the surplus property 
office with him ? A. No, sir. 

Q. This purchase order was completely filled in 
at that time, or at least all the writing that is on 
there now? 

A. All the writing was there that I can re- 
member. | 

Q. Mr. Lantis, have you ever been convicted of 
a felony? A. Yes. 

©: Where? A. Here in the Territory. 

Q. Federal Court? A. Yes. 

Q. What was the felony? [74] 

A. It had to do with a corporation, and I took 
the brunt myself. 

Q. Theft of Government property? 
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AY No. 
Q. Was that the charge? 
A. No, it wasn’t a theft of Government property. 
Q. Receipt of stolen property? 
A. Receipt of stolen property. 
Mr. Hoddick: No further questions. 
Mr. Ridley: That’s all. 


(Witness excused. ) 


Mr. Ridley: We rest. 

Mr. Hoddick: May it please the Court, the de- 
fense witness has made certain statements which I 
think are within our ability to rebut. If we can have 
an adjournment until this afternoon, I think we can 
dig up the rebuttal witness that we will require. 

The Court: Well, what time this afternoon? 

Mr. Hoddick: Might I suggest two o’clock, your 
Honor? We ean close the case today, I am sure. 
We had not anticipated this testimony on the part 
of the defense witness. 

The Court: All right. The Court will recess until 
two o’clock. 


(The Court recessed at 11:20 a.m.) [75] 


Afternoon Session 
(The Court convened at 2:10 p.m.) 


Mr. Hoddick: May it please the Court, there 
were two witnesses whom we desired to eall for re- 


98 Robert Nelson Lantis vs. 


buttal. I have ascertained during the period of 
recess that one witness is in school on the mainland, 
and I just had a phone eall from the other witness 
about seven minutes ago, and he is on his way down. 
Now, that has to do with the signing of the purchase 
order by the witness Abreu in Lantis’ presence. If 
the Court desires to recess the matter again for a 
sufficient period of time for that witness to get 
here 

The Court: .He is coming down from where? 

Mr. Hoddick: He was called from Manoa valley 
and he is on his way down. 

The Court: Well, how is he coming? 

Mr. Hoddick: He is driving, your Honor. 

The Court: Riding? 

Mr. Hoddick: Driving. As of five minutes ago 
he expected to get here in 20 minutes. I regret that 
it was necessary for us to ask for a further con- 
tinuance, and I am not certain when he gets here 
whether his evidence is going to be material or help- 
ful either to the defendant or the plaintiff. Per- 
haps your Honor would prefer that we go ahead 
with argument at this time? 

The Court: Well, didn’t you find out the nature, 
what [76] the nature of his evidence would be? 

Mr. Hoddick: We expect that the nature of his 
evidence will be that at the time that the U. S. 
Exhibit No. 2, which is this veteran’s purchase order 
and which the witness Abreu testified he signed 
when it was not filled in, a blank form, and which 
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to him after it had been completely filled in, that 
the witness who is coming down will testify that 
he was present at the time that Abreu signed this 
and he may be able to testify as to what the condi- 
tion of the purchase order was at that time. Of 
course, it is the Government’s theory of that that 
after Abreu signed his name on this purchase order 
the defendant either had filled’in or filled in the 
rest of it and submitted it to the surplus property 
office. It is material insofar as that goes. 

Mr. Ridley: If your Honor please, if the wit- 
ness’ testimony is to anything like that, it is cer- 
tainly practically testifying to an impossibility. 
Where did all these figures come from? This thing 
was executed a day before this so-called notice of 
sale was executed. And if it is the same witness 
that I think it is, well, I will admit that you don’t 
know what he is going to testify to. 

Mr. Hoddick: I regret that the matter is in such 
a state of irresolution. 

The Court: Well, we will take a 20-minute recess. 

Mr. Hoddick: Thank you, your Honor. 


(A recess was taken at 2:15 p.m.) 


After Recess 


Mr. Hoddick: Mr. Cambra, will you step up to 
the witness stand ? 
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a witness on behalf of the Plaintiff, being duly 
sworn, testified as follows: 


Direct Examination 
By Mr. Hoddick: 


Q. Will you give your full name, please? 

A. Anthony W. Cambra. 

Q. How old are you, Mr. Cambra? 

Ae 928s 

Q. Are you a veteran of World War II? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you know Oliver Abreu? 

A. Yes, sir. 

@. Are you related to him? A. Yes, sir. 

(). What is your relationship ? 

A. He is my uncle. 

®: He is your*uucle? A. Yes, sir. 

@. Do you know the defendant in this ease, 
Robert [78] Nelson Lantis? A. Yes, sir. 

@. And that is Mr. Lantis sitting here at the 
far end of the table? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you ever go down to Mr. Lantis’ place 
of business in 1946? A. Yes. 


Q@. And where was that located ? 

A. Beretania Street, somewhere on Beretania in 
the back of the car barn, Rapid Transit. 

Q. Do you remember the name of the business? 

A. lLantis Motors. 

Q. And what caused you to go down there? Why 
did you go down? 
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A. Oh, now and then to see my uncle; to see hin, 
Bob. 

Q. Did you ever have any occasion to sign any 
forms in the defendant’s office ? A. Yes. 

Q. ‘Was your uncle there at the time ? 

A. Yes. 

@. Did he sign any forms at that time? 

A. I think he did. 

Q. What was the type of form that you signed ? 
A. I signed a big one and a small one. [79] 

Q. Did it have anything to do with surplus 
property ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What type of a form was it? What was the 
form for? 

A. For jeeps or trucks, I don’t know. Some kind 
of surplus jeep. 

@. Is this the type of form which you signed 
when you were down there? Showing the witness 
U.S. hibit: No. 2. A. Yes, that’s it. 

Q. That is the type of form? 

A. That’s the type of form. 

Q. And did your uncle sign? 

The Court: What are you showing him? 

Mr. Hoddiek: U.S. Exhibit No. 2, which is the 
veterans purchase order form, your Honor. 

The Court: All nght. 

@. Did your uncle sign the same type of form 
when you were there? 

A. Yes. We had the same thing. 
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Q. Now, was there any—was the form filled in 
at the time you signed it or was it in blank? 

A. Mine was blank. 

Mr. Ridley: If your Honor please, I will object 
to the question as calling for an answer that is 
incompetent, irrelevant and immaterial and having 
nothing to do with the issues in this case. This is 
the type of form he filled in. [80] There is obviously 
a form here, U. S. Exhibit ‘‘A,’’ which is the only 
one in question, and that was obviously not signed 
by this witness. 

Mr. Hoddick: U.S. Exhibit No. 2. 

Mr. Ridley: U.S. Exhibit No. 2. It is not a 
proper foundation. 

Mr. Hoddick: This is partially to refresh the 
witness’ recollection as to this particular form. I 
will step from this question—— 

Mr. Ridley: That is not a proper way to refresh 
his recollection, to put words into his mouth and 
lead to the point that he is going to testify to some- 
thing. If you ask him a question directly—— 

Mr. Hoddick: I will submit the matter. 

The Court: Oh, well, I think that the question 
is a little bit afield. 

Mr. Hoddick: I will withdraw the question. 

Q. You were present at the time that your uncle 
filled in this form? 

A. We two were there. We called in there into 


his office. 
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Q. And you testified that this was the type of 
form that he filled in at that time? 

A. That's right, same thing. 

Q. Was there any other writing on the form 
at the time [81] that he filled it in? 

A. No, mine didn't have no form 

Mr. Ridley: Just a minute. I move to strike that 
answer as not having any bearing on the issues of 
this case. 

Q@. (By Mr. Hoddick): I am talking about the 
form that vour uncle signed, Oliver Abreu. Was 
this business relative to jeeps and material up here 
filled in on his form or was it blank? 

A. No, it wasn’t filled. 

Q. It was a blank form? 

A. Not that I know of. It was a blank form. 

Q. Did vou ask Mr. Lantis what use he was 
going to make of these forms? 

Mr. Ridley: Just a moment, if vour Honor 
please. I will object to that as leading and sugges- 
tive and no proper foundation has been made for 
it, and that it is not tied up to this particular trans- 
action. I don’t understand what counsel is trying 
to show here. If this is a round-about way to infer 
something that might possibly have existed which 
doesn’t exist, he is surely going around it that way, ° 
but certainly that is not the proper way to produce 
criminal evidence. 
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The Court: Well, as I get it, the witness testified 
that he and Abreu signed that form at the same 
time at the same place. [82] 

Mr. Ridley: That’s right. 

The Court: Well, frequently I don’t know for 
sure whether it is at the request of the defendant 
or not. I am not sure about that. 

Mr. Hoddick: I will ask the witness about that, 
your Honor. 

Q. Mr. Cambra, were you asked by anybody to 
sign that type of form and was your uncle asked by 
anybody to sign that type of form? 

Mr. Ridley: If your Honor please, I will object 
to the question as being double. The question is 
solely in reference to this form signed by the wit- 
ness Abreu. I call your Honor’s attention to also 
in this connection to this round-about way. Mr. 
Abreu never testified to the presence of any other 
witness in that -office at the time he allegedly signed 
this. So how can we be sure that this is the same 
form? There is no foundation laid for this rebuttal 
at all. 

Mr. Hoddick: Our witness testified that he only 
signed one of these forms one time. He was there 
at the time that his uncle signed such a form. 

@. Who asked your uncle to sign this form? 

A. J think Lantis did. He called us in the office. 
It was in the afternoon some time. | 

Mr. Ridley: I move to strike that answer, if 
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your Honor please, as being purely speculative and 
conjectural. He [83] thinks that Mr. Lantis did. 

A. (Continuing) Lantis called us in there. I 
know we signed some papers in his office in the 
afternoon some time. 

Mr. Ridley: That is entirely a different answer 
than he originally gave. 

A. (Continuing) I know he ealled us in the 
office to sign for some jeeps that they were going 
to get. 

Mr. Ridley: Just a moment, if your Honor 
please. I will object to the witness going on and 
rambling. I have had an objection in before your 
Honor. : 

The Court: Let’s have your objection again. 

Mr. Ridley: I object to it, if your Honor please, 
that any statement on the part of this witness as 
to what he thinks might have happened is pure 
speculation and conjecture, and he said he thought 
My. Lantis must have called him in. 

The Court: No, he didn’t say he thought Mr. 
Lantis; he’said quite definitely Mr. Lantis. 

Mr. Ridley: Called him in. But he said he 
thought Mr. Lantis requested him to sign this. And 
that was what the question was, if your Honor 
please, and that is speculative. 

The Court: The way I got it, he said he thought 
he asked Abreu to sign it. He didn’t testify as to 
whether he had been asked to sign it. 

Mr. Ridley: Well, Iam talking about Mr. Abreu, 
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and [84] that is the question that is involved in 
this case, if your Honor please, and that is specula- 
tion and conjecture. 

Mr. Hoddick: Well, let’s rephrase the question, 
Counsel. Perhaps we ean avoid these multifarious 
objections. 

Q. You said that you and your uncle signed 
certain forms in Mr. Lantis’ office ? 

We did. 

Where did those forms come from ? 

I don’t know where he got it from. 

Did Mr. Lantis have the forms? 

He had the forms there in the office. 

And Mr. Lantis gave the forms 
To us in that desk in that office that he had 
in nei Lantis Motors. I know Abreu signed be- 
cause they went down to get some Jeeps. 

Q@. And did this form have any writing on it 
other than the printed writing on it prior to the 
time that your unele signed it? A. No. 

Mr. Hoddick: No further questions. 


peoPrerer 


Cross-Examination 
By Mr. Ridley: 

Q. Do you know what date this occurred ? 

A. Oh, long time ago this be—nineteen some- 
thing, I don’t know. [85] 

Q. That’s right. And, as a matter of fact, this 
whole transaction is sort of hazy in your recollec- 
tion, isn’t it? You don’t remember all the details 
concerning it, do you? 
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A. Well, as far as that, I remember he calling 
us for jeeps. 

Q. That’s right. You remember that? 

A. Yes. 

Q. The rest of it is sort of hazy in your recollec- 
tion except as to what you did? 

A. Not quite anything. I can remember far back. 

Q. IL understand that. But do you remember, do 
you have any definite recollection as to what the 
conversation was at that time? 

Concerning jeeps. 

That’s all? A. Surplus jeeps. 

And that’s all you know? 

That’s all. And he made us sign that, that’s 
al 
And that’s all you recall? 

Signing papers. 

You don’t know whether it was this par- 
ticular document that was signed by your uncle, 
do you? A. That’s the same thing I had. 

Q. I say, you don’t know whether this particular 
form was the one that was signed by your uncle 
at that time, do [86] you? 

A. Jt remember that’s the one. 

Q. That’s the particular one? You are definitely 
certain of that? 

A. He signed something like that. 

Q. Do you mean to state 

A. He says he signed. I’m looking at it now. 


OPO POOR 
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Q. You say that that’s the particular document 
that he signed ? 

A. I don’t know if that’s the one, but he signed 
one like that. 

Q. One like that? He could have signed this 
particular document on another oceasion, couldn’t 
he? A. I don’t know. 

Q. He could have signed it on another occasion? 

A. Not when I was there. I don’t know. 

Q. Isn’t it possible, Mr. Cambra, that your uncle 
may have signed another form like this on another 
occasion ? A. I don’t know. 

Q. You don’t know? You can’t definitely testify 
that it was this document that he signed on that 
particular occasion that you were present, can you? 

A. He signed one like that. 

Q. One like it, but you don’t know whether it 
was this particular document, do you? [87] 

A. Well, it was blank. I don’t know. 

Q. Do you know whether this is the same docu- 
ment that he signed, whether it was blank or not 
blank ? A. The one he signed was blank. 

Q. Well, therefore, take a look at this particular 
document. I don’t care whether it was blank or 
otherwise. Do you know whether that was the same 
one that he signed that time? 

A. Well, whose writing is on the top there? 

Q. That’s aside from the point. ‘Take a look at 
the document. Do you know whether that was the 
particular one that he signed in your presence? 
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A. I don’t know if the particular one, but he 
signed something like that. 

Q. In other words, you don’t know whether it 
was this document, referring to U. S. Exhibit No. 2? 

A. I didn’t notice that number there. It didn’t 
have a number like that. I don’t notice those things. 

Q. How did you happen to come down here 
today ? A. I was called down here. 

Q. Who ealled you down? 

A. My boss told me to come down. 
_Q. Who is your boss? A. Kumukoa. 

@. And you talked to your uncle, Mr. Abreu, 
about [88] this case here before you came on the 
stand here? A. No. 


Q. Never talked to him before? i ano: 
(). Have you ever had any occasion to discuss it 
with him in the past? A. No. 


@. In other words, the last time you talked to 
Bob or had anything to do with this case or do with 
any buying—— 

A. Just now they called me. I was in the 
U-Drive. We are in the telephone there 

Q. O.K. Admitted. But the last time you knew 
anything about your uncle signing any form was 
’way back in 1946? A. 1946 some time. 

Q. And this is the first time anybody has ever 
discussed any similar matter with you, is that cor- 
rect ? A. That’s right. 

Mr. Ridley: That’s all. 
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Mr. Hoddick: No further questions. 
The Court: That’s all. 


(Witness excused. ) 


The Court: Is that your case, then? 

Mr. Hoddick: Your Honor, I would like to recall 
Mr. Abreu on the stand. 

The Court: For what? [89] 

My. Hoddick: For the purpose of placing in the 
record definite information that he only signed one 
veteran’s purchase order form. 

The Court: He testified so. 

Mr. Hoddick: He did. The Government rests. 

The Court: Well, do you gentlemen want to 
argue the case? 

My. Hoddick: I will pass the opening argument, 
your Honor. 


(Mr. Ridley presented the argument on be- 
half of Defendant. ) 


(Mr. Hoddick presented the argument on be- 
half of Plaintiff.) 


The Court: It is the finding and judgment of 
the Court that the Defendant is guilty as charged 
on count 1 and count 2. When will the Defendant 
be ready for sentence ? 

Mr. Ridley: Well, if your Honor please, first 
may we have an exception to your Honor’s ruling 
on the grounds that it is not according to the law 
and the evidence and the weight of the evidence. 
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And, if your Honor please, we can be ready for 
Sentence in more or less the convenience of the 
Court. 

The Court: Mr. Mattoon, how long will it take 
you to make an investigation and presentence re- 
port? [90] 

Mr. Mattoon: By Friday, the 14th, your Honor. 

The Court: All right. Ten o’clock in the morn- 
ing, Friday, the 14th. 

Mr. Hoddick: Your Honor, may I have leave of 
Court to withdraw the exhibits which were brought 
over here from the Territorial Department of Motor 
Vehicles, so that I can return them? That’s U. S. 
Exhibits 4-A, B and C, and U. S. Exhibit No. 5. 
They will always be available. 

The Court: You can. 

Mr. Hoddick: If I have copies prepared. 

The Court: Yes. 

Mr. Hoddick: All right. I will have that done. 
I will have photostatic copies made, your Honor. 

The Court: All right. Is there anything else 
before the Court? 

The Clerk: No, your Honor. 

The Court: The Court is adjourned until to- 
morrow morning at ten o’clock. 


(The Court adjourned at 3:25 p.m.) 


1, Albert Grain, Official Court Reporter, U. 8. 
District Court, Honolulu, T. H., do hereby certify 
that the foregoing is a true and correct transcript 
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of proceedings in Criminal No. 10,210, U.S.A. vs. 
Robert Nelson Lantis, held in the above court on 
October 4, 1949. 


/s/ ALBERT GRAIN. 
Jan. 3, 1950. 


[Endorsed]: Filed Jan. 6, 1950. [91] 
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Before: Hon. Delbert E. Metzger, Judge. 
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HOWARD K. HODDICK, 
Assistant United States Attorney, 
appearing for the Plaintiff. 


DANIEL G. RIDLEY, ESQ., 
Honolulu, T. H., 
appearing for the Defendant. 


PROCEEDINGS 


The Clerk: Criminal 10,210, United States of 
America vs. Robert Nelson Lantis, for hearing on 
a motion for a new trial. 

Mr. Ridley: If your Honor please—— 

The Court: Let me see the file. 


(Document handed to Court.) 


Mr. Ridley: My co-counsel, Mr. Herbert Lee, just 
left for the Mainland and is on the Mainland for 
two weeks or so vacation; therefore, I was unable 
to have him present today. 

My affidavit forms the basis of part of this motion 
for a new trial. It is Just merely to the effect that 
I didn’t know of the witness Cortese prior to the 
last trial; and I would like to state to the Court 
I made every effort to locate all witnesses and I 
was unable to locate these particular witnesses, and 
I didn’t know they knew anything about the matter, 
with the information I was able to obtain. 

With that understanding, I don’t want to be dis- 
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qualified on proceeding with the cause at the present 
time, if Counsel will accept my statement in that 
regard. 

Mr. Hoddick: I am not worried so much about 
Mr. Ridley’s knowledge as to what these witnesses 
might be able to testify to as I am about his client’s 
knowing. If these witnesses had something impor- 
tant to say, it is apparent that what they will testify 
to, at least as far as Mr. Russell, who is named in 
Mr. Lantis’ affidavit, is knowledge which Mr. Lantis 
had, and if Mr. Lantis considered it important, he 
certainly should have had Myr. Russell in here. 
I don’t say that Mr. Lantis had informed Mr. Ridley 
of that. I don’t know what Mr. Ridley’s knowledge 
was, but his client had the knowledge, and I think 
this is a rather late hour in which to bring in what 
he classifies as newly discovered evidence. 

Also, I believe that the argument on this motion 
for a new trial should be limited to the subject of 
newly discovered evidence since the other grounds 
set forth in the motion were not brought to the 
attention of this Court within five days after the 
time that the defendant was adjudged guilty. Under 
the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure, Rule 33, 
the only ground that you can argue after that five- 
day period is the ground of newly discovered evi- 
dence. 

Mr. Ridlev: The only point in that connection, 
if your Honor please, is that I happen to know all 


the history of the background of the whole situa- — 


tion involving all of the witnesses, involving the 
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company, and everything to that effect; and, as I 
understand the rule, counsel can not very well argue 
something that is going to involve himself as a wit- 
ness. I am perfectly willing to proceed at the pres- 
ent time if counsel will waive that disqualification. 
I realize quite well, if your Honor please, that the 
primary question involved is as to whether Mr. 
Lantis had this information or whether it was [2*] 
available to him, but I don’t want to be placed in a 
position of not being able to take the stand on 
account of the fact that my co-counsel, who would 
have normally presented this motion, is not present. 
I don’t wish to delay the matter and, if necessary, 
I ean probably get other counsel within a short 
length of time and familiarize him with the case, but 
it takes a few hours. 

Mr. Hoddick: Mr. Ridley, I have no objection to 
your taking the stand, but I don’t see how that 
would assist you in this matter. The question is 
whether your client, M1. Lantis, had knowledge and 
how he obtained the knowledge after the trial. You 
ean put Mr. Lantis on the stand for that purpose. 

Mr. Ridley: But the knowledge of myself acting 
here as attorney for Mr. Lantis would be Mr. Lantis’ 
knowledge as I understand the law. In other words, 
if I made the investigation myself and was unable 
to elicit any information from a particular witness 
which I am now able to produee, it would seem to 
me that my knowledge prior to that time would be 
Mr. Lantis’ knowledge, if your Honor please. 


* Page numbering appearing at top of page of original Reporter’s 
Transcript. 
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Mr. Hoddick: Well, Mr. Lantis has set forth in 
his affidavit the finding that a Mr. Russell has a 
receipt. That is something which Mr. Lantis must 
have had direct knowledge of at the.time that the 
receipt was executed. 

Mr. Ridley: If you recall correctly, Mr. Hod- 
dick [3] 

Mr. Hoddick: One second. I think I would like 
to ask at this time for the exclusion of any witnesses 
who may be in the court room. 

Mr. Ridley: No objection. 


(Witnesses leave. ) 


The Court: Well, now, Counsel for the Govern- 
ernment says he has no objection to your being a 
witness in the case if you deem it proper to be a 
witness. 

Mr. Ridley: Well, that is the matter, if your 
Honor please, that I was raising at this time. 

Mr. Hoddick: May it please the Court, in the 
interest of shortening this proceeding, could we have 
a ruling on what subject matter will be open to the 
defendant to argue at this time. In his motion for 
a new trial he alleges newly discovered evidence in 
paragraphs 1 and 2. Paragraph 3 runs to another 
question. And as to paragraphs 4 and 5, I do not 
think that the defendant should be permitted to 
argue the subject of paragraphs 4 and 5. I do not 
think that the defendant should be permitted to 
argue the subjects of paragraphs 3, 4 and 5 since 
these matters were not brought to the Court’s atten- 
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tion within the five-day period as prescribed by 
Rule 33. 

The Court: Well, why don’t you move against 
him then? 

Mr. Hoddick: Well, I would like to move at this 
time that there be no granting of this motion on 
the grounds set forth in paragraphs 3, 4 and 5 of 
the defendant’s motion for a new trial on that 
eround. 

Mr. Ridley: I am inclined, if your Honor please, 
to concede that under the strict construction of the 
rule that is correct. 

The Court: What do you mean by ‘strict con- 
struction’’? 

Mr. Ridley: As I understand the Federal rule, 
if the motion is not filed before five days after the 
final judgment of the Court upon a particular or 
general grounds as alleged, paragraphs 3, 4 and 5, 
then it becomes too late and thereafter the only 
grounds is newly discovered evidence, which may 
be filed at any time up to within two years after 
the matter is done. 

The Court: I think that is right. All right, we 
will entertain you on paragraphs 1 and 2. 

Mr. Ridley: I would like to amend paragraph 1 
in the motion for a new trial to include an addi- 
tional witness, Marvin Boggs, whom I have just 
discovered. 

The Court: Who? Marvin 

Mr. Ridley: Boggs (spelling) B-o-g-g-s, whom I 
just discovered and talked with the first time this 
morning, who I just discovered was willing to tes- 
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tify, or would testify, to knowledge of the facts in- 
volved in this case last night on communication 
from Mr. Lantis. [5] 

The Court: J didn’t get the last. 

Mr. Ridley: I say, the first time I had informa- 
tion or could obtain any information that that par- 
ticular witness had knowledge of the facts in this 
case was last night after a telephone call from Mr. 
Lantis, and the first time I was able to interview 
him was this morning at 9 o’clock. I might state 
that prior to that time I had talked to the witness 
and from my conversation with him before the trial 
of this case, he had indicated that he didn’t care 
to discuss the matter or had no knowledge that 
would help. 

The Court: You want to amend paragraph 1 to 
include Marvin Boggs? 

Mr. Ridley: That is correct. 

The Court: And what do you allege he would 
testify to? 

Mr. Ridley: He will testify, if vour Honor please, 
to the effect—from the story he gave me this morn- 
ing—that he was present on or about the end of 
the vear—the facts in the record show it must have 
been following November 18—at the time this par- 
ticular jeep was brought onto the premises of Lantis 
Motors, Limited, located at 800 Beretania Street, 
that prior to that time, through discussions with 
both Mr. Lantis and Mr. Abreu, or at least Mr. 
Abreu, that Abreu had told him, or indicated to 
him. that he had borrowed the money from Mz. 
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Lantis, the $325, to purchase the jeep; and there 
were [6] certain incidental facts leading up that 
that he will testify to, that Abreu wanted the sta- 
tion wagon to replace his old Ford vehicle, that 
following Mr. Abreu’s bringing of this jeep to this 
shop, which was towed in because the motor was 
frozen, Mr. Abreu worked for a considerable length 
of time, up to at least a month thereafter, in putting 
the jeep in sufficient running order so that he could 
operate it; that he repaired the jeep on his own 
time at the shop of Lantis Motors, Limited, a 
Hawaiian corporation, located over here at 800 
Beretania Street; that thereafter he used the jeep, 
after he got it repaired, to go to and from work, 
he having been working for Lantis Motors, Limited ; 
that sometime during March or April of the year 
1947 Mr. Abreu had to go to the hospital, or his 
wife was in the hospital, or something like that, but 
he did not work regularly at Lantis Motors, Limited ; 
he was off for a considerable length of time; that 
around the latter part of April or the early part 
of May when Mr. Lantis more or less severed his 
connections with Lantis Motors, Limited, as far as 
management was concerned, when Mr. Cyles came 
into the picture, along with Mr. Russell, that this 
Mr. Abreu was not there at the time; that the jeep 
was lying around Lantis Motors, Limited, shop; that 
Mr. Cyles wanted the jeep moved, as well as Mr. 
Russell, so that he could get in there, and that 
Lantis or Mr. Boggs picked up the jeep and took 
it over to Maluhia U-Drive, Mr. Lantis’ private 
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place of business on [7] Kalakaua Avenue; that the 
jeep lay around the premises for a considerable 
length of time under a palm tree, or something; 
that for a month or two thereafter Lantis attempted, 
through Mr. Boggs, to contact Mr. Abreu for the 
purpose of obtaining repayment of this loan of 
$325 ; that finally sometime in the middle of the year 
—he doesn’t remember the exact date—it appears 
in the record around July 1—sometime around the 
middle of the year either he or Mr. Lantis finally 
located My. Abreu, as a result of which Mr. Abreu 
came over to Maluhia U-Drive; and that following 
the discussion in which Mr. Abreu stated he had 
no money to repay the loan Mr. Abreu offered and 
Mr. Lantis accepted on July 1 to take a transfer 
of the jeep into Mr. Lantis’ name in lieu of the 
indebtedness. 

Mr. Hoddick: May it please the Court, as to the 
offer which Mr. Ridley has just made concerning 
testimony of Mr. Boggs, and also in connection with 
the affidavit of Mr. Cortese, which is filed with the 
motion for a new trial, I think that it 1s apparent 
that all of what Boggs would have to say is merely 
in the nature of testimony which would impeach, 
if offered, what Mr. Abreu testified to from the 
stand, and the same is true of the facts that Mr. 
Cortese has set forth in his affidavit. In addition 
to being in the nature of impeaching testimony, as 
far as Mr. Abreu is concerned, it would be cumula- 
tive testimony as far as Lantis is concerned, and 
there are innumerable decisions by the Federal 
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Courts in which it [8] has been held that neither 
impeaching nor cumulative evidence will be heard 
by the trial court in reviewing a motion for a new 
trial. 

Mr. Ridley: In that connection, if your Honor 
please, I can’t quite agree with Counsel for the 
Government that this is merely impeaching testi- 
mony. ‘There is considerable substantive testimony, 
especially to the effect that Mr. Abreu worked on 
this automobile on his own time, if your Honor 
please, and testimony to the effect that it was com- 
mon knowledge around the shop that it was Mr. 
Abreu’s automobile. That is substantive testimony, 
if your Honor please, which was not available to us 
at the last trial—at least, I had no indication it 
could be available. 

Mr. Hoddick: As far as working on his own time 
is concerned, I think the question of when he worked 
on the jeep is clearly immaterial. During the trial 
of this cause, as I remember—you obtained a tran- 
seript of it; I did not—— 

Mr. Ridley: J have not. The reporter has not 
furnished it to me as yet. I have ordered one. 

Mr. Hoddick: As I recall, it did not specify 
whether Mr. Abreu worked on this jeep on his own 
time or on company time. 

The Court: What was this man Boggs? What 
was his relationship with the shop there. 

Mr. Ridley: Mr. Boggs [9] 

The Court: What was the relationship with 
Lantis ? 
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Mr. Ridley: Mr. Boggs, back at this period of 
time, as I understand it, was manager and general 
roust-about at Maluhia U-Drive on Kalakaua, which 
was Mr. Lantis’ private business, and that in that 
capacity he had occasion constantly to go over to 
Lantis Motors, Limited, on 800 Beretania Street for 
the purpose of checking on the repairs of cars; and 
also because up until May, 1947 Mr. Lantis actively 
participated in the management of Lantis Motors, 
Limited, Mr. Boggs being his general assistant. 

Mr. Hoddick: If the question of on whose time 
Mr. Abreu worked on this jeep should be considered 
material by the Court—and I don’t think that it is— 
the testimony of Mr. Boggs is neither conclusive 
nor competent. It might show that Mr. Abreu did 
work on the jeep after hours, whether it was on his 
own time or Mr. Lantis’ time, or anything else; but 
he certainly could not testify that Mr. Abreu did 
not work on the jeep on company time, unless it 
could be shown that Mr. Boggs was there all day. 

Mr. Ridley: If your Honor please, that doesn’t 
necessarily follow. Mr. Boggs had occasion to con- 
tact Mr. Abreu all along and he can certainly testify 
as to admissions by Mr. Abreu. 

Mr. Hoddick: That is in the nature of impeach- 
ing testimony and is not competent to sustain a 
motion for a new [10] trial. 

The Court: Go on to this second paragraph. 

Mr. Ridley: Second ground, if your Honor 
please? 

The Court: Yes. 
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Mr. Ridley: I don’t have the copy of it with me. 
I understand the United States Attorney has a copy 
of the receipt that was involved in that original 
transaction that Mr. Lantis testified on the original 
trial he could not locate; and the receipt shows that 
this was a loan of $325 repayable I forget how many 
days thereafter. 

Now, the United States Government, at my re- 
quest, after I found out about this copy, subpenaed 
Mr. Russell who has had possession of this receipt 
all during this time, although he claims he recently 
discovered the same. The receipt should be here 
present in court under subpena. 

(Receipt produced. ) 

Mr. Ridley: Your Honor can take a look at the 
receipt. It is a receipt, if your Honor please, dated 
11/18/46, No. 12699, Received from R. Lantis $325 
for loan to be repaid 12/1/46, Signed Oliver Abreu. 
That 1s the same date that that purchase order for 
the car was paid for to the Surplus Property office. 

The Court: Well, was that receipt testified to by 
Lantis ? 

Mr. Ridley: That receipt, if your Honor please, 
was [11] testified to as follows by Mx. Lantis: He 
said in view of the length of time he thought he 
had such a receipt and was unable to locate any. 
And he said he was finally able to discover, due to 
outside circumstances, due to a longstanding frie- 
tion between Mr. Lantis and Mr. Russell, where 
these books were located. All these books were 
Lantis Motor books and Russell only recently indi- 
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cated, apparently—I don’t know what time the 
United States Government got this; I think it was 
after the last trial—that he discovered such a receipt 
and had it in his possession while looking over the 
books of Lantis Motors, Limited, which he had had 
in his possession for a year or two prior; and that 
was the receipt that we thought was in existence, 
but didn’t know, at the last trial. Mr. Lantis said 
he thought he had a receipt, but he couldn’t locate 
it in any of his files. 

Mr. Hoddick: Mr. Ridley, did you check the 
transcript to see if Mr. Lantis did say that? I don’t 
remember that. ; 

Mr. Ridley: He said either a note or receipt, to 
my recollection. 

Mr. Hoddick: I don’t recall it, but I won’t dis- 
pute your word if you did check the record. 

Mr. Ridley: I did not check the record, if your 
Honor please, but that is my recollection of the 
testimony, and I am perfectly willing to stand cor- 
rected if I am wrong. [12] 

Mr. Hoddick: It is the Government’s position 
on that, your Honor, that regardless of whether 
receipt or note was mentioned at the trial of this 
case this entire affair was a scheme to enable Mr. 
Lantis to obtain a jeep by way of veterans’ priority, 
whether for his personal use or use in his business, 
that the Government established such a scheme of 
conspiracy existed and that—— 

The Court: When was this case tried? 


Umited States of America 125 


Mr. Ridley: October 4, if your Honor please, 
according to my recollection. 

The Clerk: Fourth of October, your Honor. 

The Court: Who was the reporter in that case? 

The Reporter: Mr. Grain. 

The Court: Is he here? 

The Reporter: Yes. 

The Court: Go and ask Mr. Grain to look up 
his notes of October 4 in the Lantis case and to 
bring them in, with particular reference to the 
testimony of Lantis, as well as Abreu. 

Go ahead with the argument. 

Max. Hoddick: May it please the Court, first of 
all it is submitted that this was a conspiracy, that 
we proved the existence of that conspiracy, and that 
it would only be natural to expect—and as this 
Court well knows from other Surplus Property 
cases—that the person who is not the veteran [13] 
who is obtaining the property through a veteran 
would make some endeavor to disguise the true 
nature of the transaction and might very well give 
a receipt to make it appear as though the transaction 
were a loan; and that if the receipt is considered by 
the Court at this time it would not constitute such 
evidence as would have led to a verdict of acquittal 
on the original trial of this cause. 

There have been cases which have held that before 
a motion for a new trial is granted on the grounds 
of newly discovered evidence that that newly dis- 
covered evidence must be of such caliber and weight 
that the Court in its discretion considers that a ver- 
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dict of acquittal would have been rendered if that 
newly discovered evidence had been introduced at 
the original trial. 

It is also submitted that since this is a receipt 
executed by Mr. Lantis, it is a receipt which he had 
knowledge of; that Mr. Lantis knew where the books 
and papers of the company were and that he had 
every opportunity to supena those books and records 
in an endeavor to find that receipt if he wanted it. 
Therefore, he himself could not have considered it 
such important evidence in the case as to warrant 
going through that process in order to obtain it. 

The Court: Mr. Grain, have you there the notes 
of the testimony of Robert Lantis on October 4 of 
this year in the case of the Government against 
Lantis? [14] 


(Thereupon, Albert Grain, Official Reporter, 
United States District Court, District of Ha- 
waii, read the direct and cross-examination of 
Oliver Abreu given October 4, 1949.) 


The Court: I think that is enough. 

The Reporter (Mr. Grain): Do you want Mr. 
Lantis’ testimony ? 

The Court: No. The motion for a new trial 1s 
denied. It wouldn’t have changed the finding and 
judgment of the Court had that receipt been put in 
the trial. 

Mr. Ridley: May we at this time, if your Honor 
please, have an exception, and I would like to make 
a short offer of proof before your Honor’s final 


ruling. 
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The Court: Well, I have ruled. You made your 
exception; it is in the record. 

Mr. Ridley: For the purposes of the record, I 
don’t think it is necessary, but we give notice of 
appeal at this time, if your Honor please. 


* * *% 


(Thereupon, at 11:25 a.m. December 7, 1949, 
the hearing in the above-entitled matter was 
closed.) [15] 


I, Lucille Hallam, Official Court Reporter, United 
States District Court, for the District of Hawaii, 
do hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and 
correct transcript of my shorthand notes taken in 
the case of United States of America, Plaintiff, vs. 
Robert Nelson Lantis, Defendant, Criminal No. 10,- 
210, December 7, 1949. 


/s/ LUCILLE HALLAM, 
Official Court Reporter. 
December 9, 1949. 
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[Endorsed]: No. 12460. United States Court of 
Appeals for the Ninth Circuit. Robert Nelson 
Lantis, Appellant, vs. United States of America, 
Appellee. ‘Transcript of Record. Appeal from the 
United States District Court for the District of 
Hawaii. 


Filed January 23, 1950. 
/s/ PAUL P. O’BRIEN, 


Clerk of the United States Court of Appeals for the 
Ninth Circuit. 


In the United States Court of Appeals 
for the Ninth Circuit 


No. 12460 


ROBERT NELSON LANTIS, 
Defendant-Appellant, 
vs. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Plaintiff-A ppellee. 


STATEMENT OF POINTS TO BE RELIED 
UPON BY APPELLANT ON APPEAL 


Comes now Defendant-Appellant, Robert Nelson 
Lantis, and in conformance with Rule 19 (6) of the 
Rules of Practice of the United States Court of 
Appeals for the Ninth Circuit, and hereby states 
that it is intended that the Appellant shall rely 
upon the following points: 
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1. That the evidence is insufficient as a matter 
of law to sustain any count in the indictment; 


2. That the Court erred in denying the motion 
for a new trial; 

3. By reason of said errors and other manifest 
errors appearimg in the record designated herein the 
judgment of conviction should be set aside. 


Dated: Honolulu, T. H., this 17th day of Janu- 


ary, 1950. 
ROBERT NELSON LANTIS, 


Defendant-Appellant, 


By /s/ DANIEL G. RIDLEY, 
/s/ J. EDWARD COLLINS, 
Attorneys for Defendant- 
Appellant. 


Receipt of copy acknowledged. 
[Endorsed]: Filed U.S.D.C. Jan. 17, 1950. 
[Endorsed]: Filed U.S.C.A. Jan. 23, 1950. 


[ Title of Court of Appeals and Cause. ] 


DESIGNATION OF RECORD TO BE 
PRINTED ON APPEAL 


Now comes Robert Nelson Lantis, Defendant- 
Appellant in the above-entitled cause, and desig- 
nates for inclusion in the printed record on appeal 
the following: 
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1. The indictment against Defendant. 


2. Clerk’s minutes of October 4, 1949 (the date 
of the trial). 


3. Official reporter’s transcript of evidence 
taken and proceedings had during the trial. 


4, All Exhibits. 


5. The judgment, commitment and sentence of 
the court. 


6. Defendant’s motion for a new trial and affi- 
davits attached thereto. 


7. Clerk’s minutes of December 7, 1949 (the date 
of hearing on motion for a new trial). 


8. Official reporter’s transcript of hearing on 
motion for a new trial. 
9. Oral order denying motion for a new trial 


entered on December 7, 1949 (included in clerk’s 
minutes). 


10. Notice of appeal (from the judgment of the 
court) filed December 15, 1949. 

11. Notice of appeal (from the order denying 
Defendant’s motion for a new trial) filed December 
15, 1949. 


12. Election (not to commence service of 
sentence of imprisonment) filed December 15, 1949. 


13. Application for bail filed December 15, 1949. 
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14. Bail bond filed December 16, 1949. 
15. Bond for costs filed January 17, 19950. 


16. Defendant’s second amended designation of 
record filed January 17, 1950. 


17. Defendant’s statement of points on appeal 
dated January 17, 1950. 


18. This designation. 


Dated: Honolulu, T. H., this 17th day of Janu- 
ary, 1950. 


ROBERT NELSON LANTIS, 
Defendant-Appellant, 


By /s/ J. EDWARD COLLINS, 
/s/ DANIEL G. RIDLEY, 
Attorneys for Defendant- 
Appellant. 


Receipt of copy acknowledged. 
[Endorsed]: Filed Jan. 23, 1950. 


[Title of Court of Appeals and Cause. ] 


APPLICATION IN RE THE PRINTING 
OF ORIGINAL EXHIBITS 


Now comes Robert Nelson Lantis, Defendant- 
Appellant in the above-entitled cause, and hereby 
respectfully makes application that the original ex- 
hibits in this cause be not printed and that said 
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exhibits be considered by the Court in their original 
form. 


Dated: Honolulu, T. H., this 7th day of Febru- 
ary, 1950. 
ROBERT NELSON LANTIS, 
Defendant-Appellant, 
By /s/ J. EDWARD COLLINS, 
His Attorney. 
So Ordered: 
/s/ WILLIAM DENMAN, 
Chief Judge, 
/s/ HOMER BONE, 
/s/ WM. EK. ORR, 
U.S. Cireuit Judge. 


